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1765. By Mr. WALTER: Petition regarding 
House bill 1012; to the eommittee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce. 

1766. By Mr. WELCH: T,!l.bulated record of 
sent iments of representative group of citi
zens of Salinas, Calif., regarding the Japanese 
situation; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

1767. Also, petition of the County Super
visors Association of California, adopted June 
18, 1943, regarding the Japanese situation; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

1768. By Mr. ELSTON of Ohio: Petition of 
the Reciprocity c :ub, affiliate of Cinchmatl 
Club, Cincinnati, Ohio, signed by 39 resi
dents of Cincinnati, Ohio, protesting against 
the enactment of any and all prohibition 
legislation; to the Commit tee on the Judi
ciary. 

1769. Also, petition of Herbert Hoffheimer 
and signed by 19 other re3idents of Cincin
nati, Ohio, protestinc against the enc.ct ment 
of any and all prohibition legislation; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

1770. By Mr. ROLPH: Resolution Of the 
San Francisco Labor Council, adopted June 
18, 1943, supt::orting the action taken by the 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors request
ing that priorities be granted for the con
struction of 5,000 moderately priced family 
dwellings for war workers within the city and 
county of San Francisco; to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

1771. Also, resolution a·f the Sen Frand£co 
building and construction trades council, 
relativ~ to increcsing dependency allotments 
to aged mothers and fathers of the armed 
forces; to the Committee on Mll:tary Af
fairs. 

1772. Also, r.esolution of the Berkeley 
Lodge, No. 1002, Benevolent and Protective 
Order of Elks, commending Gen. John L. De
Witt for the efficient manner in which he 
conducted the registration and removal of 
persons of Japanese descent to relocation 
centers and the courageous stand he has 
taken in all matters connected therewith, 
and opposing any action toward the release 
of native-born Japanese from the relocation 
centers; to the Committee on Militacy Affairs. 

1773. Also, resolution of the County Su
pervisors Assoc!ation of Ca!ifornia, Sacra
mento, Calif., expressing appreciation of the 
services of Gen. John L. DeWitt and their 
confidence in his leadership, and urging those 
in authority to approve the acts and orders 
of General DeWitt, particularly in reference 
to the evacuation of the Japanese people, and 
to continue General DeWitt in charge Of the 
Western Defense area; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

1774. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the 
Atlantic States Shippers Advisory Board ,. New 
York, N. Y., petitioning consideration of 
their resolution with reference· to additional 
governmental agencies for the purposes of 
regulating, controlling, or developing trans
portation; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

SENATE 
TuESDAY, JuNE 29, 1943 

<Legislative day of Monday, May 24, 
1943). 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on 
the expiration of the recess. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Fi·ederick Brown 
Harris, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Eternal God, who countest the nations 
as the dust of the balance, who puttest 
down the mighty from their seat and
exalteth the humble and the meek, have 
mercy upon our Nation as we strive to 

mend its flaws and make it the fit instru
ment of Thy will in these troubled days. 
Forgive us that so often drunk with sight 
of power we have loosed wild tongues that 
have not Thee in awe. ' 

History's tragic pages remind us that 
Thy providence knows no favorites, that 
naught can bend Thy justice and none 
can break Thy laws that shall not them
selves be bro~en. Facing duties and deci
sions that outweigh our own strength 
and our own wisdom, we ask for courage 
to do the right as Thou dost give us to 
see the right. More potent than the 
r:::.ucaus voices without may there come 
the whisper of a still voice within, heard 
only by obedient hearts: 

"Men may misjudge thy aim, 
Think they have cause for b!ame, 
Say thou art wrong. 
Hold on thy quiet way; 
God is the judge-not they. - / 
Fear not, be strong." 

Amen. 
THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of the cal
endar day Monday, June 28, 1S43, was 
dispensed with, and the Journal was ap
proved. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

IVT.r. HILL. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to 
their names: 
Aiken 
Andrews 
Ball 
Bankhead 
Barkley 
Bilbo 
Bone 
Bridges 
Brooks 
Buck 
Butler 
Byrd. 
C~pper 

Caraway 
Chandler 
Chavez 
Clark, Mo. 
Danaher 
Davis 
Downey 
Eastland 
Ferguwn 
George 
Gerry 
Green 
Guffey 
Gurney 

Hatch 
Hawkes 
Hayden 
Hill 
Holman /' 
Johnson, Colo. 
Kilgore 
La Follette 

.Langer 
Lodge 
Lucas 
McCarran 
M~Clellan 
McFarland 
McKellar 
McNary 
1\ialoney 
May bank 
11.1:ead 
Millikin 
Moore 
Murdock 
Murray 
Nye 
O'Daniel 
O'Mahoney 
Overton 

Pepper 
Radcliffe 
Reed 
R2vercomb 
Reynolds 
Robertson 
Russell 
Scrugham 
Shipstead 
Smith 
Stewart 
Taft 
Thomas, Okla. 
Thomas, Utah 
Truman 
Tunnell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Van Nuys 
Wagner 
Wallgren 
Wheeler 
Wherry 
White 
WL111s 
Wilson 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sena
tor from Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER] and 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. GLASS] 
a,re absent from the Senate because of 

· illness. 
The Senator from Texas [Mr. CoN

NALLY] is a member of the special com
mittee of the Senate attending a meet;. 
ing of the Empire Parliamentary Asso
ciation at Ottawa, Canada, and is 
therefore necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [1\11'. 
WALSH] is absent attending the funeral 
of his brother. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. GILLETTE] 
is necessarily absent. 

The Seriator from North Carolina [Mr. 
BAILEY] and the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 

CLARK] are detained on important public 
business 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. AusTIN] and the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. BuRTON] are absent as 
members of the special committee of the 
Senate attending a meeting of the Can
ada branch of the Empire Parliamentary 
Association at Ottawa, Canada. 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
BARBOUR], the Senator from Maine [1\fr. 
BREWSTER], and the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. THOMAS] are necessarily absent. 

The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
BusHFIELD] is absent on official business 
as a member of the Indian Affairs Com-
mittee. · 

The Sznator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. TOBEY] and the Senator from Wis
consin [Mr. WILEY] are absent on official 
business. -

The Senator from California [Mr. 
JOHNSON] is absent because of illness. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. E.:ghty Sen
ators have answered to their names. A 
quorum is present. 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON TilE NOMINATION 

OF ARMOND W. SCOTT TO BE ASSOCIATE 
JUDGE OF THE MUNICIPAL COURT OF 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Mr. McCARRAN. ' Mr. President, 011 
behalf of the Committee on the Judici
ary, and in accordance with- the rules of 
the committee, I desire to give notice that 
a public hearing of the committee will 
be held on the morning of July 7, 1943, 
at 10:30 a. m., in the Sznate Judiciary 
Committee room, upcn the nomination of 
Armond W. Scott, of the District of Co
lumbia, to be an associate judge of the 
municipal court for the District of Co
lumbia. At that time and place all per
sons interested in the nomination may 
make representations to the committee. 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON THE NOMINATION 

OF THOMAS D. QUINN TO BE ASSOCIATE 
JUDGE OF THE MUNICIPAL COURT OF 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA . 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, on 
behalf of the Committee on the Judici
ary, and in accordance with the rules of 
the committee, I desire to give notice that 
a public hearing of the committee will 
be held on the morning of July 7, 1943, 
at 10:30 . a. m., in the Senate Judiciary 
Committee room, upon the nomination of 
Thomas D. Quinn, of the D~strict of Co
lumbia, to be an associate judge of the 
municipal court for the District of Co
lumbia. At tQ.at time and place all per
sons interested in the nomination may 
make representations to the committee. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, E'IC. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following letters, which were 
referred as indicated: 

COSTS, CANCELATIONS, AND MISCELLANEOUS 
DATA OF INDIAN IRRIGATION PROJECTS 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a statement 
of costs, cancelations, and miscellaneous irri
gation data of Indian irrigation projects for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1942 (with an 
accompanying statement); to the Commit
tee on Indian Affairs. 

LAND ACQUISITIONS BY THE NAVY DEPARTMENT 

A letter from the Under Secretary of the 
Navy, reporting, pursuant to law, relative to 
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all acquisitions of land by lease or otherwise 
effected pursuant to Public Law 1, Seventy
eighth Congress, chapter 1, first session, au
thor~zing appropriations for the Navy for 
additional ship-repair facilities, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Naval Afi"airs. 

REPORT OF OFFICE OF PRICE ADMINISTRATION 
A letter from the Administrator, Office o! 

Price Administration, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the fourth report of the Office· of 
Price Administration, covering the period 
ended January 31, 1943 (with· an accom
panying report); to the Committee on• Bank
ing and Currency. 

OPERATIONS UNDER SMALLER WAR PLANTS 
CORPORATION (S. Doc. No. 87) 

A letter from the Chairman of the War Pro
duction Board, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the six:th report on the operations of the 
Chairman of the War Production Board un
der authority of the act approved June 11, 
1942 (Pub~ic Law 603, 77th Cong.) relating 
to the act ivities of the Smaller War Plants 
Corporation (with an accompanying report); 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency 
and ordered to be printed. 

ARTIFICIAL LIMES AND APPLIANCES FOR RETI!!ED 
OFFICERS AND ENLISTED MEN OF THE ARMY, 
NAVY, ETC. 
A letter from the Administr~tor of Veter

ans' Affairs, transmitting a draft of proposed 
legislation to regulate the furnishing of 
artificial limbs or other appliances to retired 
officers and enlisted men of the Army, Navy, 
Marine Corps or Coast Guard, and to certain 
civilian employees of the military and naval 
forces of the. Regular Establishment (with 
an accompanying paper); to the Committee. 
on Finance. 

J 

DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE PAPERS 
Two letters from the Archivist of the 

United s_tates, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, lists of papers and documents on the 
files of the Departments of War (2) and 
Navy (3) ~the National Archives, Smithsonian 
Institution, Federal Security Agency, and the 
United States Maritime Commission which 
ar!: not needed in the conduct of business 
and have no permanent valu~ or historical 
interest,' and requesting action looking to 
their disposition (with accompanying 
papers); to a Joint Select Committee on the 
Disposition of Papers in the Executive De
partments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
BARKLEY and Mr. BREWSTER members of 
the committee on the part of the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

Petitions, etc., were laid bef6re the 
Senate, or presented, and referred. as 
indicated: 

By the VICE PRESIDENT: 
A concurrent resolution of the Illinoi$ 

Legislature; to tl-re Committee on Privileges 
and Elections: 

"House Joint Resolution 50 
"Whereas recent authoritative statements 

of officials of the F'ederal Government have 
indicated an intention to augment the na
tional m ilitary forces to a number upward 
of 10,000,000; and a large proportion of these 
persons will be disfranchised, in effect, in 
national elections unless some met hod is 
devised to facUitate their voting; and, in 
1944, the President, Vice President, and one
third of the Senate will be elected to gov
ern this Nation during the period of utmost 
stress and possibly at the time when terms 
of peace are being considered; and refusal to 
grant a voice in national matters to such 
a substantial part {)f t,he electorate may en
gender a spirit of ill-will and be detrimental 
to national unity: Therefore be it 

"Resolved by the House of Representa
tives of the Sixty-third General Assembly of 

. \ 

the State of Illinois (the Senate concurring 
herein). That we respectfully request the 
Congress of the United States to enact such 
legislation as may be necessary to afi"ord a 
reasonable opportunity to every memlJer of 
the military forces of the United States to 
cast a ballot in national elections, at least 
insofar as candidates will be voted for by 
an entire State; and that a copy of this 
preamble and resolution be delivered by the 
secretary of state to the presiding officer of 
each House of Congress and to each Member 
of Congress from Illinois." 

By Mr. CAPPER: 
A resolution adopted by members of the 

Kansas Conference of the Methodist Church 
assembled at the annual Summer School of 
Theology, Baldwin, Kans., favoring repeal 
of the so-called Oriental Exclusion Act; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

THE SUBSIDY AND ROLL-BACK PROGRAM 

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to present and to 
han printed in the RECORD at this point 
three typical letters from citizens of 
Kansas, two of them farmers, the other 
from a physician in a small t')wn in the 
general farming region of the State, stat
ing their views in opposition to the roll
back and food subsidy program. 

I can state to the Senate that I be
lieve these short letters express the over
whelming sentiment of the farmers of 
Kansas, and the majority of the entire 
citizenship of Kansas. Kansas does not 
believe in the roll-back and subsidy plan 
and does not want it. May I express the 
hope that the conferees will stand firm 
for the position taken by both branches 
of Congress in prohibiting subsidies ex
cept for the purpose of obtaining maxi
mum production of farm products and 
critical materials, along the lines of the 
Aiken-Gillette (Senate) and Wolcott 
(House) amendments to the bill extend
ing the life of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation another 2 years. 

I send the letters to the desk for print
ing in the RECORD as part of rr.i.y remarks 
at this point. Also a telegram from the 
Excel Packing Co. of Wichita, Kans. 

I also as!{ that the letters and tele
gram be appropriately referred. 

There being no objection, the letters 
and telegram were received, referred to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: · 

EsKRIDGE, KANs., June 17, 1943. 
Senator ARTHUR CAPPER, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR: The farmers of our com

munity want no subsidy. That is final. 
Sincerely yours, 

C. W. WALKER, M.D. 

GARDEN CITY, KANs., Jun€114, 1943. 
DEAR SENATORS CAPPER, REED, AND REPRE

SENTATIVE CLIFFORD R. HoPE: I want to raise 
mx voice again against this subsidy idea that 
the administration is ·trying to put upon us 
folks. It is just cheap politics to buy the 
labor vote, and, besides, the processors have 
a lready taken from $1 to $1.50 off livestock. 
.Besides, labor is getting wages above what we 
farmers are being paid. 

Labor at $1.05 to $1.50 per hour is more than 
wheat at $1.22, or cattle at $15, or sheep at 
$7.50, lamb at $15.75, or hogs at $13.50. -

Yours truly, 
R. T. PLUMMER. 

SoLOMON, KANs., June 20, 1943. 
DEAR SENATOR: I have been thinking about 

writing' you a letter !or the last 3 months 

/ 

and finally got to it. Things are getting so 
rotten that we farmers will have to raise hell 
yet before this thing is over. It looks like 
they are 'trying to make saps out of the 
farmers. r thinlt it is time for Congress to 
take over and give us some common-sense 
legislation; that is all that this country needs. 
I have talked to a lot of farmers in this part 
of the country, and the most of them feel the 
same as I 'do about it. I think that 90 per.:. 
cent of the farmers are against subsidy of 
any kind, and they all think that wheat 
should be at least $l.SO to $1.75 a bushel, 
which would be in line with other things. 
I would like to know why they didn't let the 
wheat farmer vote this spring. Will you 
please let me know? Now you boys get to
gether down there and put the screws on all 
of that foolishness, and we will win this war 
in a lot less time and feel a lot better about 
it. 

Yours truly, 
R. C. HEIDRICK. 

WICHITA, KANS., June 24, 1943. 
Senator ARTHUR CAPPER, 

Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

Earnestly request your support of legisla
tion killing roll-back on meat products. 
Cannot save average consumer over $2.40 per 
annum and, therefore, is without effect on 
inflation. Please make sure that both 11011-
back and subsidy are killed, because it would 
be ruinous to kill subsidy without killing roll
back. Legislation needed to save whole in
dustry from chaos ancYinsure supply of meat 
to armed forces and civilians. 

EXCEL PACKL.""G Co. 

PROHIBITION OF LIQUOR SALES AROUND . 
MILITARY CAMPS-PETITIONS 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, this morn
ing a group of sincere, public-spirited 
women came to my office, and presented 
to me petitions signed by approximately 
1,500 citizens of Pennsylvania. The sig· 
natories of these petitions are one in re
questing that definite action be taken by 
the Congress to -eontrol the liquor traf
fic in all strategic military areas through- · 
out the country. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent to present the petitions -and that 
one of the petitions be inserted in the 
RECORD without • all the signatures at
tached thereto as a part of my remarks, 
and that they be referred to the Mili
tary Affairs Committee, in order that the 
members- of that committee may become 
familiar with the mounting concern with 
which the problem of liquor control is 
being viewed by great numbers of seri
ous and progressive citizens in the State • 
of Pennsylvania. 

There being no objection, the petitions 
were referred to th~ Committee on Mili
tary Affairs, and one of the petitions was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD with
out all the signatures attached, as fol
lows: 

We, the undersigned citizens of the United 
States of America, do earlJ.estly petition the 
Senate of the United States of America to. 
pass the bill (S. 860) for the moral and 
physical welfare of our armed forces in tbe 
great defense emergency of the present time, 
and the urgent need for victory in the total 
war the world is embroiled in now. 

ELIZABETH HELLER. 
LEO P. TERRY. 
HARRY W. LANGENBERG. 

(And numerous other citizens, 
all in the State o! Pennsyl
vania.)_ 

/ 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado, from the 
Committee on Mines and Mining: 

S. J. Res. 66. Joint resolution consenting 
to an interstate oil compact to conserve oil 
and gas; without amendments (Rept. No. 
364). 

By Mr. McCARRAN, from the Committee 
on Irrigation and Reclamation: 

S. 1252. A bill to amend the act of August 
11, 1939 (53 Stat. 1418), as amended by the 
act of October 14, 1940 (54 Stat. 1119), relat
ing to water conservation and utilization 
projects; with an amendment (RGpt. No. 
365); and 

S. 1257. A bill authorizing wartime con
struction and operation and maintenance of 
reclamation projects; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 366). 

BILLS INTRODUCED 

Bills were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the 
second time, and referred as follows: 

(Mr. GREEN (for himself and Mr. LucAs) 
introduced Senate bill 1285, Which was re
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, and appears under a separate 
heading.) 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: 
S. 1286. A bill to provide relief to farmers 

whose property was destroyed or damaged by 
floods in 1943; to the Committee on Com-
merce. _ 

(Mr. LANGER introduced Senate bill 1287, 
which was referred to the Committee on Ap
propriations, and appears under a separate 
heading.) 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: 
S. 1288. A bill for the relief of Luther 

Thomas Edens; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. EASTLAND: 

S.1289. A bill to provide for improved ag
ricultural land utilization by assisting in 
the rehabilitation and construction of drain
ase works in the humid areas of the United 
States; to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

SPECIAL METHOD OF VOTING IN TIME 
OF WAR 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, the Sen
ator from Illinois [Mr. LucAs] and I have 
joined in introducing a bill providing a 
special method of voting in time of war. 
It will be remembered that last Septem
ber a bill which I had introduced to pro
Vide a method of voting in time of war 
by members of the land and naval forces 
absent from their places of residence was 
enacted into law. The time was short 

• before the election, the provisions of the 
law were not generally known, and its 
provisions were carried out ·only in part. 

Our experience with that law in the 
last election made evident the fact that 
it could be greatly improved, and the 
bill now introduced by ihe Senator from 
l!linois and myself is intended to accom
plish that end. The Senator from Illi
nois, by reason of his familiarity with 
the laws of his State of Illinois, and 
study of the election returns from the 
land and naval forces in the last Novem
ber election, has formulated ideas which 
are of great service in improving the 

.existing law. He has laid emphasis on 
the fact that it is importaflt not only to 
legislate to give the men and women 
in the armed service the vote, but to 
make sure that such legislation is en
forced, regardless of where they are. 

It is most desirable that no man or 
women eligible to vote should be de
prived of what is the greatest privilege 
of the American citizen, that is, having 
a share in determining through his 
elected representatives the future poli
cies of his Government. At this period 
of the world's history, that is the most 
notable difference between this land of 
freedom and the totalitarian countries 
which are attempting to destroy us. 

Therefore, on behalf of the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. LucAs] and myself, I 
ask unanimous consent to introduce a 
bill to accomplish the purpose indicated 
and request that it be referred to the 
Ccmmittee on Privileges and Elections. 

There being no objection, the bill 
(S. 1285) to amend the act of September 
11, 1942, which. provided a method of 
voting, in time of war, by members of 
the land and naval forces absent from 
the place of their residence, and for 
other purposes, was received, read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Commit
tee on Privileges and Elections. 
INCREASES IN SALARIES, COMPENSA'l'ION, 

PENSIONS, ETC., TO MEET INCREASED 
LIV:iYG COSTS 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. Prtsident, I send to 
the ·clerk's desk a bill to provide for in
creases in the rates of payments of sal
aries, compensation, pension, retirement 
benefits, social-security benefits, and 
other monetary benefits n~t based on 
spe:::ific contracts by 10 percent of the 
basic amounts thereof for each 10-per
cent increase in the cost of living, as 
compared with the index figure of the 
cost of living during the first half of 
1940, to be computed for each 6-month 
period following enactment, to be put 
into effect, prospectively, as of the first 
of the fourth month after each such 
6-month period, and for other purposes. 

The enactment of such legislation at 
this time would, in my opinion, settle 
once and for all the vario-us proposals 
for increases for this or that group of 
governmental employees or Federal ben
eficiaries. 

It will be noted that the proposed 10-
percent increase in all payments of Fed
eral salari~s. compensation, pension re
tirement benefits, and social-security 
benefits, would apply equally as to all 
groups of Federal employees and Fed
eral beneficiaries at the same time. This 
_proposed legislation would provide for a 
10-percent increase in all such monthly 
payments for each 10-percent increase 
in the cost of' living over the basic cost 
during the first half of 1S40, to be com
puted each 6 months, an<l then to be 
put into effect as of the first of tbe fourth 
month thereafter, so that it would be 
administratively feasible with very little 
auditing or clerical difficulty. 

This proposed legislation would be fair 
both to governmental employees and 
beneficiaries on the one hand, and to the . 
Government on the other hand, in that 
if the cost of living should undergo a de
crease, to such extent-as not to support a 
previous 10-percent increase in such 
payments, the same would be decreased 
by 10 percent, provided, however, that 
there should be no decrease under the 
basic amounts provided for by law. 

T)le enactment of this proposed legis
lation would almost automatically do 
away with the necessity for ai1y proposals 
for basic increases for any other special 
groups, except to correct gross inequali
ties, as to the basic amounts provided 
for. 

If such legislation were enacted as to 
governmental employees and beneficiar
ies, then it is quite lil~ely that labor 
unions would request addendums to their 
present wage contracts to provide fbr a 
similar formula as to future wage in
creases. Once such a formula were in 
effect as to governmental salaries and 
benefit payments, and then as to labor 
union contracts, every ~egment of Eociety 
would realize the futility of attempting 
to secure a temporary advance by any 
increaJ)e in prices for any special com- . 
modities, for such temporary advance 
would probably shortly be canceled by 
rEason' of the oper_ation of such 10-per
cent increase or decrease formula for ad
justing salaries and benefit payments. I 
believe that the adoption of this formula 
would be eminently fair for all groups' of 
governmental employees and beneficiar
ies and would in tha final analysis prove 
to be a greater stabilizer as to the pur
chasing power of wages, salaries, com
pensation, pension, retirement benefits, 
and social-security benefits than any 
other formula which could be realized. 
. I sincerely hope that eurly and serious 
consideration will be given by the com
mittee to which this bill may be referred, 
to the end that the bill may speedily be 
reported back to the s~nate floor for the 
consideration of the Senate. 

I ask unanimous consent to introduce 
the bill at this time for appropriate ref
erence. 

There being no objection, the bill <S. 
1287) to provide for increases in tl;le rates 
of payments of salaries, compensation, 
pension, retirement benefits, social se
curity benefits, and other monetary ben
efits not based on specific contracts by 10 
percent of the basic amounts thereof for 
each 10-percent increase in the cost of 
living, as compared with the index figure 
of the cost of living during the first half 
of 1940, to be computed for each 6-month 
period following enactment, to be put 
into effect, prospectively, as of the 1st of 
the fourth month after each such 6-
month period, and for other purposes, 
was received, read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Appropria
tions. -..... 
NOTICE OF MOTION TO SUSPEND THE 

RULE-APPROPRIATIONS FOR WAR 
AGENCIES IN EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF 
THE PRESIDENT-Al\1ENDl\IIE_l'll'TS 

Mr. LODGE submitted to following no
tice in writing: 

In accordance with rule XL of the Stand
ing Rules of the Senate, I hereby give notice 
in writing that it is my intention to move to 
suspend paragraph 4 of rule XVI for the pur
pcse of proposing to the bUl (H. R. 2968) 
mal~ing approprlatitons tor war agencies in 
the Executive Office ot the President for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1944, and for other 
purposes, the following amendments, namely: 

On page 8, line 8, strike out "$5,473,000" 
and insert in lieu thereof .J'$31,032,970, of 
which $25,559,970 shall be availa'Qle to the 
Administrator for carrying out any govern-
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mental program heretofore or hereinafter 
initiated with respect to the rationing of pe· 
troleum and petroleum products; and all 
authority heretofore conferred· upon the 
Office of Price Administration and the Price 
Administrator with respect to such rationing 
is hereby transferred to the Petroleum Ad· 
ministration for War and the Petroleum Ad· 
ministrator for War, respectively." · 

On page 10, line 6, strike out "$177,335,000" 
and insert in lieu thereof "$151,775,030." 

Mr. LODGE also submitted amend
ments intended to be proposed by him to 
the bill (H. R. 2968) making appropria
tions for war agencies in the Executive 
Office of the President for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1944, and for other pur
poses, which were ordered to lie on the 
table and to be printed. 

(For text of amendments referred to, 
see t~ foregoing notice.) 
CONTINUATION OF COMMODITY CREDIT 

CORPORATION- RESIGNATION AND 
APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREE 

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, the 
Chair was kind enough to appoint me 
one of the conferees on the-part 9f the 
Senate to participate in the conference 
on the items ip difference between the 
House and the Senate on the Commodity 
Credit Corporation bill (~. R. 2869) to 
continue Commodity Credit Corporation 
as an agency ol the Unit.ed States , in
crease its borrovving power, revise the 
basis of the annual appraisal of its as
sets, and for other purposes. I am at 
such variance with the action the Senate 
took with reference to the bill that I 
desire to be relieved from service as a 
member of the conference; and I ask the 
Chair to appoint some other Member of 
the Senate in my place. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
accepts the resignation of the Senator 
from New York [Mr. WAGNER], and· ap
points in his stead the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. RADCLIFFE]. 
RECOMMITTAL OF NOMINATION OF POST-

MASTER AT MARLETTE, MICH. 

Mr. VANDEN:BERG. I wish to make a 
request of the Senator from Tennessee 
in his capacity as chairman of the Com
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 
Yesterday, inadvertently, I informally 
passed over the nomination of John S. 
Dunsford to be postmaster at Marlette, 
Mich., among many others. Normally, I 
have not interfered with the Democratic 
Party machinery in connection with 
postmasters under the existing political 
regime. But this happens ~o be a case in 
which"! have filed a protest with the com
mittee, and I now renew it. It is a case 
in ..which a veteran of World War No. 1 
nas a prior standing in the postal civil
service examination, and members of the 
American Legion feel that their highly 
eligible comrade has been prejudicially 
kept from this appointment solely for po
litical reasons, solely because he dces not 
belong to the prevailing political party. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Is the nomination 
on the Executive Calendar? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. It is. What I 
am asking the Senator is if he will allow 
me to ask, as in executive s~ssion, that 
the nomination be recommitted to the 
committee in order to investigate 
whether Mr. Harold Doyle, a veteran of 

World War No.1, has been prejudicially 
dealt with in this case, on the basis of 
sheer partisan patronage. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Certainly. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. As in executive 

session I make that request. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob

jection? The Chair hears none, and, 
without objection, it is so ordered. 
CORRECTION OF STATEMENT IN PRESS 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, in New 
Yorlc on Sunday last, I spoke at the 
nr~tional meeting of the Eastern Seaboard 
·Substitutes Conference sponsored by the 
Affiliated Postal Employees. 

Unfortunately, it w~.s the hottest day 
of the year, with the result that a state
ment that I made was either made in
advertently by me, or the press, which 
was unusually friendly, got one too many 
zeros to some figutes I quoted. 

I stated in the course of my patriotic 
speech that-

Great as t!1is country is, magnificent as its 
record has been, proud as vye are of the ac
complishments of its people, there is still 
much to be done. The Federal statistics show 
::::,200,000 sufiering from venereal diseases, 
1,200 000 war workers who are being treated 
for syphilis and gonorrhea, and 695,000 young 
men who were physically fit but were unable 
to get into the United States forces becr.use 
of lack of education . Seventy-five thousand 
young men ?,f draft age are holding down 
swivel-chair jobs instead of being in the 
armed forces where they telong, and there are 
of course the usual rumors that scme are of 

--- rather wealthy parentage or from families of 
influence. This is the situation the common 
people who love their country are called upon 
in my opinion to remedy, and as I proceed 
we will discuss what the.. common people 
should do politically. 

Mr. President, in reporting my re· 
marks, inadvertently the figure was given 
in the press as 750,000. The figure should 
have been 75,000. I wish to make that 
correction. 
PREVENTION OF STRIKES IN DEFENSE 

INDUSTRIES-EDITORIAL FROM THE 
INDEPENDENCE (KANS.) DAILY RE· 
PORTER 

- [Mr. CAPPER asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an editorial 
entitled "A Salute to -Congress," published in 
the Independence (Kans.) Daily Reporter, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 

PRE-WAR AND POST-WAR POSITIO~S OF 
SENATOR REYNOLDS 

[Mr. REYNOLDS asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an article from 
the Rutherfordton (N. C.) News, of June 24:, 
1943, containing a reply by him to an edi· 
torial in the June 3 issue of the News, with 
regard to his pre-war and post-war positions, 
which appears in the Appendix.) 

MR. WOLL STATES HIS POSITION-LETTER 
IN THE NEW .YORK TIMES 

(Mr. ltEYNOLDS asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD a letter written 
by Matthew Woll, vice president of the Amer
ican Federation of Labor, to the editor of the 
New York Times, published in the New York 
Times for June 25, 1943, which appears in 
the Appendix.] 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

:Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States submitting nomina
tions were communicated to the Senate 
by Mr. Miller, one of his secretaries. -

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONs
CONFERENCE REPORT 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I now 
move that the Senate adopt the confer
ence report on House bill 2714. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Has the con
ference report on House bill 2714 been 
placed before the Senate? 

Mr. McKELLAR. It has been placed 
before the Senate, but it seems that no 
motion has been made formally to adopt 
the repcrt, and I now make that mo1iion. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is that the 
conference report on the urgent defi
ciency bill? 

Mr. l.VIcK:SLLAR. It is. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 

will say that the RECORD indicates that 
the report has not been formally taken 
up for consideration. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask 
that the report be considered. 

Ti1e VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection to the present consideration of 
the conference report? 

There being· no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagree
ing votes of the two Houses on certain 
amendments of the .,S:mate to the bill 
(H. R. 2714) "making appropriations to 
supply urgent deficiencies in certain ap
propriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1943, and for prior fiscal years. 
and for other purposes." 

(For conference report, see page 6647. 
RECORD of ·June 23, 1943.) 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the repor ·~. 
·Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Pre-si

dent, I desire to m8J{e a point of order 
against the conference report on the 
ground that the confere~s exceeded their 

·authority in that the amendment in its 
present form is plainly legislation. The 
provision as it passed the House, while 
it had a legiSlative intent, unquestion
r.bly was in forrri a limit~tion, but the 
conferees have gone clear beyond the 
differences between the two Houses sub
mitted to them, and have written into 
the conference report ~.ffirmative legis
lation requiring officers to be confirmed 
by the Senate for whom confirmation 
is not now required. I therefore su~gest, 
Mr. President, inasmuch as the conferees 
have gone completely beyond the d~tier
ences committed to them, that they have 
exceeded their .authority, and that the 
conference report is subject to a point 
of order. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I have 
only .academic interest in this question, 
but I think: as a parliamentary situation 
the able Senator from Missouri is in 
error. Therefore I rise without having 
any interest in the subject matter what
soever, to discuss it from the Etandpoint 
of the rules of the Senate. As i recall, 
the House conferees inserted legislative 
language in the bill. That langu:::,ge 
came to the Senate. There was no mod
ification of that language, or ~.t least no 
part of it modiiied. Therefore it gave the 
conferees a wide range of operation. For 
that reason I think the conferees could 
make in the language which was writ
ten into the bill by the House any modi~ 
fication they saw fit to make. 
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Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. 1\~cNARY. Yes. 
Mr. McKELLAR. The language on 

page 48, line 19, reads as follows: 
No part of any appropriation, allocation, 

or fund (1) which is m ade available under 
or pursuant to this Act, or (2) which is now, 
or which is hereafter made. 

If the Senator will look at that lan
guage he will find that clearly it is legis
latjon, and therefore, the House having 
entered the field of legislation, in my 
judgment the action of the conferees is 
Jlerfectly proper and legitimate. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I re
call as though it were yesterday, when 
the Vice President's seat was occupied 
by Vice President Garner, and the ques
tion arose how far the Senate conferees 
might properly go when legislative lan
guage was inserted in a House-appropri
ation bill. The Vice President held they 
could go the full length; that they could 
explore the whole field, and write en
tirely new language. I understand from 
this report-and I must confess that I 
am somewhat lame in my knowledge of 
the language-that the proposal is to 
require confirmation of three persons. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is correct. 
Mr. McNft.RY. The able Senator from 

Missouri is striking at it because he be
lieves the conferees have exceeded their 
authority. I think confirmation by the 
Senate is quite within the language that 
is contained in the House bill, and cer
tainly it came within the jurisdiction of 
the Senate conferees to enter that field 
and write into the bill such language as 
conformed to the general purposes which 
were recited in the House language. 

That is a very brief statement, and I 
say to the Vice President and Members 
of the Senate, that the matter came 
up unexpectedly, but a parliamentary 
question is always an interesting one. 
For that reason, for what it is worth, 
I am giving the Chair my views. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena
tor from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] yesterday 
informed the Chair that he would make 
this point of order. The Chair has had 
the matter looked into, and makes the 
following statement with regard to it. 

The bill, as passed by the House, pro
hibiting the use of funds for the payment 
of salaries of the individuals named, con
tains this provision: 

No part of any appropriation, allocation, 
or fund ( 1) which is made available under 
or pursuant to this act, or (2) which is now, 
or which is hereafter made available ur.der 
or pursuant to any other act, to any depart
ment, agency, or instrum.entality of the 
United States, shall be used to pay any part 
of the salary, or other compensation for the 
personal services, of Goodwin B. Watson, Wil· 
llam E. Dodd, Jr., and Robert Morss Lovett. 

The insertion of the lang_uage "which 
is now, or which is hereafter made avail
able under or pursuant to any other act," 
under the precedents both of the Senate 
and the House, removes the provision 
from the category of a limitation and in
vests it with a legislative character. 

The precedents of both bodies are prac
tically unanimous that conferees, in ad
justing differences existing between the 
..two Houses on legislation, may make ger-

mane modifications of the matters in 
disagreement. In the present case the 
Senate struck out the section of the bill 
without inserting any provision in lieu 
thereof; therefore, the conferees, not 
being bound by any restrictive language 
on the part of the Senate, have wider 
power to deal wtth the provision and may 
make any germane modification of the 
House language. The Chair thinks that 
the language adopted by the conferees 
certainly is germane and relates directly 
to the matter in dispute, and is clearly 
within the limits of power granted to 
conferees in such cases. The Chair 
therefore overrules the point of order, 
and cites in connection therewith section 
3288 on pages 774 and 775 of Cannon's 
Precedents oi the House of Representa
tives.-

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President·, I 
shall not argue the case, because I think 
every Member a.f the Senate knows ex
actly what he wants to do about the 
conference report. I merely wish to say 
that we have had a very difficult time 
with it. The last report was overruled 
by quite a large vote. A further confer
ence was requested, and held, and the 
present report is the result of that con
ference. Under it, until November 15, 
the men will remain in office, and if the 
President should then reappoint them 
and the Senate confirm them, they would 
continue to hold their places. Other
wise they would lose their places on the 
15th of November. I think such a solu
tion is very satisfactory. It seems to me 
that if the 3 men have no such sub
versive views as have been alleged, this 
body will give them a fair deal. Fur
thermore, 5,500 employees in the District 
of Columbia, and others elsewhere 
throughout the country, perhaps scores 
of thousands of them all over the coun
try are now awaiting their salaries or 
increases of salaries, and unless they re
ceive them through this bill they will . 
not get ' them. In other words, the bill 
is being held up for the benefit of 3 men. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, I do not think any public purpose 
is to be served by any undue delay and a 
restatement of the arguments which 
here,tofore have been made in this body. 
This matter has been before the Senate 
on two previous occasions, and the Sen
ate by overwhelmingly decisive votes 
has decided against any such blackjack 
procedure as that proposed by the House 
provision. The first time the Senate 
voted on the matter it voted 69 to 0 to 
strike out the House provision. The sec
ond time the Senate took the very un
usual course of defeating a conference 
report by a vote of 52 to 17. It seems 
to me the Senate could not possibly have 
expressed itself in any more vigorous 
fashion than was done on those two 
occasions. 

Mr. President, _the present conference 
report contains every objectionable fea
ture, except in matter of degree, which 
was contained in the original procedure 
provided by the .House bill. The proce
dure of separating these men from the 
Federal service on November 15, unless 
they shall previously have been nomi
nated and confirmed by the Senate, al
ways subject to delay, of course, on a 

star chamber proceeding before the sub
committee in the House, is only one step 
in degree less offensive than the original 
House provision, and it is fully as objec
_tionable on every question of principle. 
It seems to me that the Senate, as a 
matter of self-respect, as a matter of 
devotion to our constitutional form of 
government, should reject the conference 
report and send it back to conference. 
· No one likes to be responsible for de

lay in enacting an important appropria
tion bill, particularly one providing for 
paying the salaries to which certain 
persons are entitled; -but I submit that 
if the House of Representatives adheres 
to the course it has been pursuing, it will 
be its responsibility, and it will have to 
face the country and take the responsi
bility, and it will have to face the coun
try and take the responsibility for that 
course. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, I 
desire to call the at tention of the Senate 
to the!act that on last Thursday a con
ference report on this same bill was sub
mitted to the Senate, and was rejected 
by a vote of 52 to 17. The report was re
jected and sent baclt: to conference upon 
two grounds: First, there would be un
fair treatment of three employees of the 
Government under the bill as then re
ported; second-and a much more im
portant reason, in my opinion-there 
had been defeated in conference a 
provision restricting the use of an emer
gency fund given into the hands of 
the President. The bill extended the 
former appropriations, and increased 
them by $25,000,000, giving the President 
a total fund of $94,000,000. The Senate 
wrote into the bill, with respect to the 
use of that fund, a provision that no 
part of the fund should be used by the 
Chief Executive for any agency or for 
any purpose for which the Congress had 
refused to make an appropriation.· 

That provision has been deleted in 
conference. We have now twice discll4Sed 
this action of the conference and we have 
already repudiated the action taken in 
conference. The Senate now is again 
asked to surrender its position on· this 
question. We now are asked to ·abandon 
the position we took on the fu.·st consid
eration of this bill, and which we took 
again last Thursday. We are asked to 
say that the money we have appropriated 
may be used l:)y the Chief Executive, in 
effect, to finance some project or some 
agency for which an appropriation has 
been refused by the Congress. 

To me, that subject is much more 
serious than a delay in the payment of 
some salaries; it is more serious in its 
effect on the country than any rights of 
any three employees of the Government. 
Unless we reject this conference report 
again and write this restrictive provision 
back into the bill, the President may, if 
he desires, defeat the intent and purposes 
of Congress by financing some project 
from this fund in instances where Con
gress has refused to appropriate money 
for such a project. 

For that reason, I urge upon this body 
that the report be rejected, and that we 
adhere to our position that the limitation 
be placed upon the funds, as we pre
:yiously decided should be done, and _as we 



1943 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE 6693 
so decided a second time last Thursday. 
I hope the conference report will be re
jected. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I 
realize nothing is to be gained by further 
debate, bpt I desire the RECORD to show 
that I am as much opposed to the con
ference report in its present form as I 
was when it was previously submitted, 
and I think the Senate should reject it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, my 
justification for taking any time at all 
now is that I wac not present when the 
bill was passed originally, at which time 
the Senate unanimously eliminated the 
offensive House provision with regard to 
the three men involved, and I was not 
present when the conference report was 
rejected a few days ago. If I had been 
present on both those occasions I would 
have voted to eliminate that. offensive 
provision of the House bill, and I would 
have voted to reject the conference re
port. 

It seems almost incredible, Mr. Presi
dent, that any legislative body would 
resort to the tyrannical method which is 
involved in this provision. I do not know 
these men. So far as I know, I have 
never met any of them. If their names 

• were sent to the Senate for confirma
tion, I do not know that I would vote to 
confirm the nomination of any one of 
them.- However, I do not foreclose my
self in regard to that question, if their 
names should ever be sent to the Senate. 
But among all the 2,000,000 employe'es 
of the United States-if there are that 
many, and I presume there are approxi
mately that many, in view of the war 
situation--

Mr. VANDENBERG. There are 3,000,-
000. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I understood the fig
ure was 2,000,000. If it is 3,000,000, it 
further emphasizes my point. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. It will be 4,000,-
000 next we~k. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BARKLEY. Among the 3,000,000 
employees of the United States, the Con
gress · of the United States is so afraid 
of three men because of what they may 
think or what they may have said, or 
what they may have quoted somebody 
else as saying, that it is apprehensive the 
Government of the United States will 
collapse unless those men are separated 
from the pay roll. 

I made a brief argument on this ques
tion at the last session, when the House 
had done the same thing . in regard to 
two of these men. I feel that such ac
tion by any iegislative body outrages all 
the principles of fair play and democracy, 
as we think we are now fighting to pre
serve it in the world. 

These men were not given an oppor
tunity to be heard by the House com
mittee. I do not know that they wanted 
to be heard before the Senate committee, 
because the Senate committee promptly 
struck out the language, and it prob
ably was not necessary to near them. 
But, regardless of that, I think it would 
have been an act of fair play to the men 
to have heard them before some com
mittee. Even the hearings which were 
had in the other body were not per
mitted to be made public. Th.e men in
volved were not even permitted to see 

them. · They do not know yet what any
body said about them that resulted in this 
legislative assassination. 

The so-called compromise simply pro
vides that instead of cutting their heads 
off day after tomorrow, we are to cut 
them off on the 15th of November and 
bring them in on a platter as a Christmas 
gift to Herod. VIe are going to give them 
a slow death instead of decapitating 
them at once. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, -will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. McKELLAR. If1these men are the 

kina of men the Senator says they are, 
good American citizens-and I am not 
challenging them at all--

Mr. BARKLEY. I hiwe not said an~
thing about the men. I have not said 
that they are good American citizens. I 
do not know. I assume, in the absence 
of any proof to the contrary, that they 
would be regarded as good American citi-
zens. • 

Mr. McKELLAR. There is a great deal 
of proef to the contrary, let me say to 
the Senator. Such proof was offered be
fore our committee, and also before the 
House committee. • 

Mr. BARKLEY. It ought to be made 
public. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It is available to the 
Senator. He can send for it any time he · 
wishes to see it . . 

That is not the question. The ques
tion now is, Are we to hold up the salaries 
of hundreds of thousands of other Go~
ernment employees against whom there 
is no charge of any kind, merely to op
pose a procedure which we think is in
correct? I agree that this is not the 
proper way to discharge men in the pub
lic service. I have said so time and 
again. The fact is that there is a pre
cedent for it, because last year or the 
year before we did the same thing in 
the case of a man by the name of Lassar, 
and the Senate agreed to it. I remem
ber the name and the case, but I do not 
remember what the charges were. 

The House has voted 5 to 1. It was 
on my motion that the Senate refused 
previously to agree to the House pro
vision; · but we face a very peculiar situa
tion. We passed a measure increasing 
the salaries of hundreds of thousands 
of Government employees, 5,500 of wh~m 
are in the District of Columbia. We 
cannot pay the increased amounts to 
employees against whom nothing has 
been said. We cannot pay them, for
sooth, because the House takes the unal
terable position that these three men 
ought to be fairly dealt with in some 
way. A fair way of dealing with them 
has been provided. I would not say 
that the Senate would not treat them 
fairly. I would not say that if the cases 
of these three men were submitted to 
the Senate, it would be equivalent to 
throwing their heads to Herod. I do 
not think that is a fair statement of 
the case. 

If we want to pass this bill so that 
hundreds of thousands of honest, hon
orable, hard-working employees may re
ceive the increases in salary which have 
been awarded to them by the Congress, 
we will vote for the conference report. 

If the Senate wishes to vote the other 
way, that fs a matter for the Senate. 
I am not asking any Senator how he 
will vote. So far as I am concerned, 
he may vote exactly as he pleases. I 
think that is what Senators will do 
anyway. It seems to me that we had 
better have a vote and get through 
with it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ap
preciate the desire for haste in voting, 
but I did not have an opportunity to 
express my views on this type of legisla
tion when the bill was previously before 

· the Senate. I rise at this time to ex
press my views, and I shall continue until 
I conclude. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BARY,.,LEY . . I yield. 
Mr. HATCH. I have not discussed 

this matter at any time it has been before 
the Senate. I have always voted against 
this type of , procedure. Does not th.e 
argument made by the Senator from 
Tennessee prove how vicious it is to at
tach legislative provisions to an appro
priation bill? If the Senate concurs in 
this report today, it will do so simply 
because it is forced to take such action 
in order to p9,y other employees. 

Mr. BARKLEY. ·That is undoubtedly 
true. The truth of the matter is that 
under the rules of the House if any Mem
ber of the House had risen in his place 
and made the point of order against this 
provision because it was legislation on 
a:t;l.appropriation bill, it would have peen 
ehmmated. No Member of the House 
made the point of order, and the provi-
sion remained in the bill. · 

I am not urging any Senator to vote 
against the conference report. The Sen
ate may do as it pleases with it. I 
realize the difficulty with which the Sen
ator from 'rennessee has been confronted. 
It is unfortunate that we must vote with 
a pistol held at our heads, because to
morrow at midnight the fiscal year ends 
and a new one begins. I certainly would 
regret to see any worthy employee of the 
Government denied pay for o:qe day be4 
cause we are forced into a situation in 
which we must stand by our deep con
victions as to the viciousnes.s of the pro
posed legislation or surrender our con
victions in order that Government em4 
ployees may not go without their pay. 
I am satisfied that they would not go 
without their pay anyway, because they 
would not be paid until the 15th of July 
and I am satisfied that before that time 
the matter could be adjusted. 

I wish to express my profound disagree- ' 
ment with this character of legislation. 
If we can do such a thing with :tegard to 
these three men, we can do it with re
gard to any other employee of the United 
States. We could deny an appropriation 
to pay the salary of the Chief Justice 
of the United States if we did not like· 
some decision which he rendered, in order 
to get rid of him. That certainly is a 
vicious way to legislate. In my judg
ment the provision is just as unconsti
tutional in the form in which it is now 
offered as it was in its original form. 

Two months ago we dedicated to 
Thomas Jefferson a very beautiful mon
ument in the District of Columbia. If 

I 

/ 
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Senators will go there they win see in 
the circular frieze above his statue the 
most sublime sentence that ever fell from 
the lips or pen of a morts.! man. We 
migbt do well to keep that sentence in 
mind dealing with this subject. Tbis 
is it: 

I have sworn upon the altar of God eternal 
hostility against every form of tyranny over 
the mind of man. 

What is sought to be imposed upon the 
minds of these three men is a form of 
tyranny. I regret the necessity of ex
pressing my dissent from the principle 
involved in this proposal. I regret what 
seems to me to have been the impetuosit y 
of the other branch of the legis:ature in 
passing this bill or att ainder. I so thor
oughly disagree with the prin.ciple that I 
cannot refrain from expressing my views 
in regard to it. In cpite of the action 
which has been taken on this matter, if 
the s~te feels, under the circumstances, 
that it should adopt the conference re
port, I shall not say anything about it. 
It is up to the S~na te. I desir€.d to place 
my views before the Senate, and in the 
RECORD, because they have been my vi€ws 
all along, and they are no less my views 
now because the execution has been post
poned until the 15th of November. Of 
course, it is trm that if the President 
shou!d send the nom:nations of Lllese 
thl·ee men to the Senate for confirmat ion 
and they should be confu·medr the men 
would continue to he employees of. the 
United States. I do not think. tr1at woUld 
change the principle upon which we are 
now bting called upon- to pass. Regal'd
less of how the S~nate may vote on the 
conference report, my views as to the 
viciousness of the principle involved in 
the prop8sed legislation will not be al
tered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The quest~on 
is on agreeing to the conference .teport. 

Mr. LANGER, and Mr. CLARK of Mis
souri asked for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. Th'.IEAD. Mr. President, as one 

deeply interested in Federal employees., 
having manifested my interest on many 
occasions, I regret the delay in the vote 
on the conference report. I-Iawever on 
this particular issue the Senate 'has 
spoken emphatically and decisively. 
When the Senate spoke it ~had in mind 
that the principle underlying this issue 
was deeper than the question of the re
moval of three men. 

Mr. President, as a member of the 
subcommittee and of the full committee 
of the Senate which had the oportunity 
to consider. this question. I wish to say 
that I could never subscribe. to the pro
cedw·e which has been adopted. I am 
being called upon to pass judgment
execution, if you will-upon three men 
who never had an opp()rtunity to come 
before our subcommittee, who never had 
an opportunity to plead their case before 
our full committee, and who have never 
had an opportunity to appear before the 
subcommittee or the full committee of 
the other House. I have heard a great 
deal about military Sf!crets,. and about 
the necessity of keeping them in order 
that we might take advantage of the 
enemy, or, rather, in order that the 

enemy might not take advantage of us. 
But why, in the name of God, must we 
adopt a legislative secret in order to 
separate three men from the Govern
ment pay roll'l Why not bring the is
sue out in the open? 

Mr.. President, this is a democracy, 
and free speech is one of the underlying 
principles of democracy. Free speech is 
not yet deaO,""'and in my judgment we 
are about to determine in the Senate 
that it is very much alive. 

Mr. President, tllis question can ba 
settled today. We can send the bill 
ta:!k to conference, and the conferees 
can submit another report - before . the 
day is over. If that procedure cannot 
be followed, anotheT dEficiency bill is 
en route, and we can put in that de
ficlency bill a pay item pertaining to 
Feder8.1 employees. ~le are not called 
l!p::m to p2.ss judgment upon the~e three 
men at this time; and we should not do 
w until we hear the testimony and pro
ceed in the American way. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, may 
I say that it is true, as the Senator from 
New York has suggested, that a pay pro
vision could be put in the forthcoming 
c:lefi.ciency bill, regardless of the three 
men. However~ the House conferees 
stated that a similar provision with re
spect to the three men would be attached 
ta that bill. That would result not only 
in a failure to enact the provisions of this 
bill, but also a failure to enact the other 
deficiency bill. In other words, the 
House conferees stated that they would 
stand right where they were. It is mere
ly a question of whether we want to 
stand where we are and not have any 
bill. -

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, we are not 
responsible for the unreasonableness of 
anyone but ourselves. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques
tion is on agreeing to the conference re
port. The yeas and nays have been or
dered. The clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. · 

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
will state it. · 

Mr. REVERCOMB. To vote "yea" is 
tQ vote to agree to the report, is it not? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senato:r 
is correct. 

The Chief ·Clerk resumed and con
cluded the call of the ron. 

Mr. BRIDGES (after having voted in 
the negative). r have a general pair 
with the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
'THOMAS]. Not knowing how he would 
vote.on this question I transfer that pair 
to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
BARBOUR J and let my vote stand. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. AusTIN] and the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. BURTON] are absent as 
members of the special committee- of the 
Serrate attending a meeting of the Can
ada branch of the Empire Parliamentary 
Association at ottawa, Canada. 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
BARBOUR], the SenatOr from Maine [Mr. 
BREWSTER J and tb.e Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. THOMAS] are necessarily absent. 

The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
BusHFIELD.J is absent on official business 
as a member of the Indian Affairs Com
mit tee. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. ToBEY] and the Senator from Wis
consin [Mr. WILEY] are absent on official 
busilless . 

The Senator from California [Mr. 
JoHNSON] is absent because of illness. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Aus
'!!INJ has a general pair with the Senatol' 
from Texas [Mr. CONNALLY]. 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen
ator from Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER] an:i 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. GLASS] 
are ab~nt from the Senate because of 
illnessr 

Tf'fe Senator from Massachusetts [~.1!". 
'WAtSHJ is absent attending the funeral 
of his brother. 

T'ne Senator fror..1 Texas nv1r. CoN
NALLY] is a member of the special com
mittee of the Senate attending a meet
hlg of the Empire Parliamentary Asso
ciation at Ottas-a, Canada, ar..d is there- · 
fore necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Washington [Mr. 
BoNE], the Senator from Flcrida [M.r. 
PEJPFER J, and the Senator from Utah [MJr. 
THOMASl are detained in G:>vernment 
c F-partments on matters pertaining to 
their respective States. I am advised 
tl1at if present and voting, tbe Senator 
from Washington [Mr. BoNEJ- aild till 
Senator frorr.. Florida [Mr. PEPPER] would 
vate "n:::.y." 

The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
STEWART] is detained in a meeting of the 
Special Committee to Study and Su:Fvey 
Problems of Small Business Enterprises. 
I am advised that if present, he would 
vote "yea.·· 

The ~enator from North Carolina [Mr. 
_ BAILEY] ar..d the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 

CLARK] are detained on important public 
business. 

The Senator from Iowa r:Mr. GIL
LETTE] is necessarily absent. 

The result was announced-yeas 31, 
nays 43, as follows: 

Andrews 
Bankhead 
Bilbo 
Byrd 
Capper 
Caraway 
Chavez 
Eastland 
George 
Gurney 
Hayden 

Aiken 
Ball 
Barkley 
Bridges 
Brooks 
Butler 
Chandler 
Clark, Mo. 
Dana!ler 
Davis 
Downey 
Ferguson 
G-rrz:y 
Green 
Guttey 

Austin 
Bailey 
Barbour 
Bone 
Brewster 

YEAB-31 
Holman 
Johnson, Colo. 
Lodge 
McCarran 
McClellan 
McFarland 
McKellar 
MeNary 
May bank 
Nye 
O'Daniel 

NAYS-43 
Hatch 
Hawkes 
Hill 
Kilgore 
La Follette 
Langer 
Lucas 
M!l.loney 
Mead 
Millil•in 
Murdock 
Murray 
O'JMahoney 
Overton 
Radcliffe 

Reed 
Reynolds 
Russell 
S::rugham 
Smith 
Thomas, Okla. 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
White 

Revercomb 
Robertson 
Shipstead 
Taft 
Truman 
Tunnell 
VanNuys 
Wagner 
Wallgren 
Wheeler 
Wl1~erry 
Willis 
Wilson 

NOT VOTING-22 

Buck 
Burton 
Buehfield 
Claz:k, Idaho 
Connally 

Ellender 
Glllette 
Gla~s 
Johnson, Calif. 
Moore 
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Pepper Thomas, Utah Wiley 
Stewart Tobey 
Thomas, Idaho Walsh 

So the report was rejected. '--
Mr. McKELLAR. I move that the 

Senate insist on its amendments still in 
disagreement, request a further confer
ence with the House of Representatives 
thereon, and that the Chair appoint the 
conferees on the part of the Senate at 
the further conference. 

The. motion was -agreed to; and the 
Vice President appointed Mr. McKELLAR, 
Mr. GLASS, Mr. HAYDEN, Mr. TYDINGS, Mr. 
RUSSELL, Mr. NYE, and Mr. LODGE .con
ferees on the part of the Senate at the 
further conference. 

Mr. PEPPER subsequently said: Mr. 
President, I should like to state for the 
RECORD that when the- vote was had a 
little while ago on agreeing to the con
ference report on House bill 2714, I was 
in consultation with certain govern
mental officials relative to some matters 
of importance pertaining to my State, 
and I was unable to be in the Chamber. 
Had I been present, I would have voted 
not to agree to the recommendation of 
the conferees re1ative to certain Federal 
employees, namely, Goodwin B. Watson, 
William E. Dodd, Jr., and Robert Morss 
Lovett. I ' do not think the manner in 
which this question has been approached 
is a fair protection of the civil rights of · 
these men, or wholesome legislation. 
REPAIR OF DAMAGE CAUSED BY FLOODS 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, we~re 
all familiar with the devastation caused 
by the recent :floods in the upper Missis
sippi, the Illinois, the Wabash, the Mis
souri, the Arkansas, and the White 
Rivers. It is necessary that the work of 
repairing the damage should be done at 
once. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, may we 
have a little order in the Senate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
asks the Senate to b•e in order. It is 
not in order. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, the 
Chief of Engineers has testified that it is 
very necessary that the work of restor
ing the broken levees and of strengthen
ing those which have been impaired be 
very promptly undertaken, · and he has 
already made plans to carry that work 
into execution. 

I desire, therefore, to ask unanimous 
consent for the consideration of a bill 
introduced by the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. LucAs] dealing with that subject 
matter. When the bill is passed, which 
I think can be done, let me say, in a 
very few minutes--

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I rise to 
a point of order. I maintain the Senate 
is not in order. This is an important 
measure, and I desire to hear the dis-
cussion. ' 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena
tor Jrom Illinois is correct. The Senate 
has not been and is not in order. The 
Chair requests the Senate to be in order. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, it is 
necessar~ that the bill be passed, in or
der that there may be an appropriation 
made in the forthcoming deficiency ap
propriation bill. The authorization :ls 
for $10,000,000 and unless the Senate 

passes the bill the appropriation cannot 
be made. 

The bill introduced by the Senator 
from Illinois was amended by the Com
mittee on Commerce. There is only one 
controversial feature in reference to the 
amendment suggested by the Committee 
on Commerce, and that controversy has 
been amicably settled. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, there is 
a rule of the Senate providing that Sen
ators must occupy their seats or leave 
the Chamber. There is conversation 
going on so that I cannot understand 
what is happening. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
requests that Senators occupy their 
seats. 

Mr. OVERTON. The Senator-
Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I want 

the order enforced. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate 

will be in order. 
Mr. OVERTON. May I now proceed? 
The VICE PRESIDENT! The Sena

tor from Louisiana. 
Mr. OVERTON. The junior Senator 

from Missouri [Mr. TRUMAN] offered an 
amendment, which is in section 2 of the 
bill, authorizing loans to be made by the 
R. F. C., with the approval of the Inter
state Commerce Commission and under 
the direction and supervision of the 
Secretary of War and the Chief of En
gineers, to railroads whos.e tracks have 
been damaged or wiped out as a result 
of the recent :floods. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President--
Mr. OVERTON. Will the Senator 

permit me to explain? It will take but 
a moment. 

Mr. AIKEN. I wish to know the num-
ber of the t:n. -

Mr. OVERTON. Senate bill 1134. 
Mr. AIKEN. Is it on the calendar? 
Mr. OVERTON. Yes. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 

will state the bill by title. 
The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1134) to 

amend section 5 of the Flood-Control 
Act, approved August 18, 1941. 

Mr. OVERTON. The objection raised 
to the provision for loans to the raill::oads 
was that it was provided that the loans 
should be made without interest. The 
settlement of this controversial provisjon 
has been effected, I understand, with the 
Senator from Missouri, and an amend
ment will be offered which will provide 
that interest at the rate .of 3 percent per 
annum shall be charged on sue~ . loans. 

Mr. President, with this brief explana
tion, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the immediate consid
eration of the bill. 

Mr. McNARY. Before consent is 
granted, if at all, I should like to make 
a very brief statement, which I feel 
morally bound to make. 

I favored the bil1, but on Friday, when 
the very able Senator from Oklahoma 
[Mr. THOMAS] asked that the Senate pro-

. ceed to the consideration of the Military 
Establishment appropriation bill, I ob
jected because the hearings had not been 
printed. At the same time I told the 
Senator that I should be willing. to have 
that bill follow the bill which has just 
been recommitted to the conference. 

/ 

I do not wish to consent to the con·· 
sideration of the bill in which the SenB• 
tor from Louisiana is interested, a legis
lative bill, when -I promised that the Mili
tary Establishment appropriation bill 
might have the right of way. If the 
Senator from Oklahoma does not wish to 
exercise his right, I have no objection, 
but I am carrying out the promise I made 
apd the understanding had on Friday 
and Saturday. If the Senator from Okla
homa desires the right of way to take up 
the Military Establishment appropria
tion bill, I shall object to the pending re
quest. If the Senator is unconcerned 
about the matter I have fulfilled my duty. 

Mr. OVERTON. The difference be
tween the two bills is that there will be 
no trouble in disposing of the War De
partment appropriation bill, but in order 
to obtain an appropriation and proceed 
with this necessary work it is necessary 
to an authorization, and if an authoriza
tion is not now provided it will be too 
late. 

Mr. McNARY. I understand the par
liamentary situation, I know the neces
sity 1>f having an -authorization bill pre
cede an appropriation bill, but that does 
not touch the moral aspects of the sit
uation. I ask the Senator from Okla-

-homa whether he desires that the bill 
referred to by the Senator from LoUisi
ana precede the bill he has in charge. 

Mr. OVERTON. If I may make an
other observation before the Senator 
from Oklahoma proceeds, I think Senate 
bill 1134 can be disposed of in 5 minutes 
after the unanimous consent request is 
granted. · 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, as chairman of the subcom
mittee of the Committee on Appropria
tions having in charge the War 'Depart
ment appropriation bill, I am ready to 
proceed with the consideration of the bill, 
but .the bill sponsored by the Senator 
from Louisiana affects a :flood-control 
area which embraces my State. So, per
sonally, I am interested on behalf of my 
State, I may say for the benefit of the 
Senator from Oregon, and I should be 
very glad to have Senate bill 1134 acted 
on first. 

Mr. McNARY. I have no objection. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob

jection to the present consideration of 
the bill? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. McCARRAN. A point of order. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 

will state it. 
Mr. McCARRAN. I was engaged in a 

very inaudible conversation when this 
matter was presented. My point of order 
is that yesterday House bill 2935, an ap
propriation bill, was made the unfinished 
business for today. In that event it is 
the unfinished business, and should be 
proceeded with and disposed of before 
anything else is taken up. I make the 
point of order that House bill 2935 now 
has precedence on the :floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Louisiana asked for unanimgus con
sent. Unanimous consent having been 
granted, the Senator from Louisiana has 
the right-of-way. _ 

Mr. McCARRAN . ... I do not understand 
unanimous consent to have been granted. 

I 
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I certainly would not have consented to 
the request if I had known of it. I can
not consent to it now, if it is not too late. 
I was on the floor and on my feet at
tempting to get the attention of the 
Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
feels that the Senator from Nevada 
should not be placed at a disadvantage 
because the Chair did not happen to be 
looking in his direction at the moment. 

Mr. McCARRAN. I think it will not 
take over 5 minutes to dispose of the all
important appropriation bill, which must 
go to conference and must be acted on 
before mi<inight. I have conferred with 
the Senator from Missouri, and the point 
he was about to raise I understand will 
not be raised, so that we can dispose of 
the ~ill. 

Mr. McNARY. May I inquire of the 
able Senator to what bill he is referring? 

Mr. McCARRAN. The bill we have. 
been dealing with is House bill 2935, 
making appropriations for the Labor 
Department anu Federal Security 
Agency. .. All that has to be done is to 
consider an amendment which will be 
offered by the junior Senator from Mis
souri [Mr. 'TRUMANl, and the passage of 
the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
would .not like to b2 placed in the posi
tion of being too hasty in stating that 
unanimous consent had been obtained 
when the fact was that it was not 
obtained. 

Mr. OVERTON. If the Senator from 
Nevada will yield, may I have his co
operation in having Senate bill 1134 
passed, or acted upon by the S:mate, by 
3 o'clock this afternoon? 

Mr. McCARRAN. Certainly, the Sen
ator will have my cooperation in every 
way. I wish to say to the Senator that 
he has my cooperation, but I feel it is 
my responsibility to have House bill.,2935 
considered, so that it may go to the 
House and be enacted into law. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection 
has been raised. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I mod
ify my unanimous.-consent request, and 
ask that immediately after the passage 
of the pending bill, and at not later than 
3 o'clock this afternoon, the s~nate pro
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
11:::4. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection to the request of the Senator 
from Louisiana? 

Mr. McNARY. I think we will be 
ready to take the bill up in 5 or 10 min
utes, and I suggest that the Senator say 
''at or before 3 o'clock." 

Mr. OVERTON. I said "at not later 
than 3 o'clock." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. McCARRAN. In order to clarify 
the record and in order that the Chair 
may feel in no wise responsible, I wish 
to say that when the nuanimous-con
sent proposal was made I was not at
tending to what was proceeding on the 
floor, I am very sorry to say, and the 
Chair was not to blame. 

I now ask that the Senate resume the 
consideration of House bill 2935. 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE LABOR DE
PARTMENT AND FEDERAL SECURITY 
AGENCY 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill <H. R. 29S5) making appro
priations for the Department of Labor, 
the Federal Security Agency, and re
lated independent agencies, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1944, and for other 
purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is 
open to further amendment. 

Mr. TRUMAN. Mr. President, I wish to 
ask the able Senator from Nevada if he 
VJill not take a small item to conference 
which had to do with the first part of the 
bill when we were considering it. It is a 
small administrative item which affects 
the cffi~e of the Secretary of Labor. It 
amounts to $34.030, and a very good case 
was made for it in the record of the com
mittee. If agreed to the amendment 
would make the total appropriation for 
personal services in the District of Co
lumbia $386,000, instead of $352,000. I 
as~-: the Senator from Nevada if he will 
not take it tcr conference for considel'a
tion. 

Mr. McNARY. What is the figure the 
Senator wants increased? 

Mr. TRUMAN. The appropriation now 
in the bill is $352,000, and the increase 
asl~ed is $31,000, making the total appro
priation $386,000. It is a matter of ad· 
ministration in the District of Columbia, 
and if the increase is not granted, pos
sibly the D2partment will be crippled in 
carrying out the mandates of the re
mainder of the bill. 

Mr. McNARY. Was the appropriation 
refused by the House committee? 

Mr. TRUMAN. Tbe figure in the bill, 
$352,000, is the amount placed in it by 
the House committee. 

Mr. McNARY. Was the Senator's pro
posal made to the Senate committee 
when it had the bill under study? 

Mr. TRUMAN. No; it was not made to 
the fun committee. The committee be
came involved in an argument, and the 
matter was overlooktd. I am now ask
ing the Senator from Nevada if he will 
take the amendment to conference for 
consideration there. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Let me say to the 
Senator from Oregon that tl1is item is 
within the Budget estimate, but -the 
House did not allow it, and the Senate 
c~mmittee did not allow it. At the same 
time there may be justification for it, alrd 
I announce that I am willing to take it to 
conference. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on cgreeing to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
TRUMAN]. _ 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is 

open to further amendment. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I · 

offer an amendment on page 65 to strike 
out all of line 3 and down to and in
cluding line 19. 

Mr. President, I will make a · brief 
statement concerning the situation in
volved. Senators are probably familiar 
with the fact that the United States Em
ployment Service was takep over by the 
Federal Government after we entered 
the war, or it may have been taken over 

some time shortly prior to that. There 
has been a feeling or fear that because 
the Federal Government has taken this 
operating agency over for the duration 
of war, it might be a permanent move, 
and the House has been incorporating a 
prohibition against using any of the 
moneys to increase the salaries of any of 
the individuals in the Unit ed States Em
ployment Service. 

Tl1is organization, as Senators will 
realize, is the operating agency in deal
ing with the war manpower problem in 
the field. The result of this prohibition 
has been that although the employees 
in question are now in the Federal serv
ice, their salaries have still remained 
at the lower State level. The result is, 
for example, that if a stenographic exam
ination is held in my St ate, and a num
ber of persons pass it, they are immedi
ately offered st2.rting salaries in every 
other agency. and branch of the Federal 
Government greatly in excess of the 
starting salary which can be paid in this 
particular agency, because in it the State _ 
salary level prevails. 

Mr. President, I am satisfied there is 
no real issue in this item insofar as the 
question is concerned as to whether this 
agency is to be taken over permanently 
by the Federal Government. The only 
questlon is whether this very important 
arm of the War Manpower Commission 
shall be saved from the raidlng of its 
personnel which has been going- on by 
other Federal agencies. The turn-over 
in the various S~ates of the Union varies, 
as I recall, anywhere from 25 to as high 
as 3JO percent. It is obvious that this 
very important functioning agency of 
the War Manpower Commission should 
not be subjected to such crippling of its 
effi~iency. Therefore, I trust that the 
Senator from Nevada will be willing to 
take this amendment to conference, and 
to give the matter serious consideration 
there. • 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, this 
matter has been discussed by the Appro
priations Committee for 2 and perhaps 
3 years, and it has been turned down by 
the Appropriations Committee on each 
occasion. It was turned down again' on 
the present oc.~asion. In other words, · 
tl1e langUage placed in the bill by the 
House has been .sustained by the Ap- . 
propriations Committee of the Senate, 
and I -cannot take the Senator's pro
posed amendment to conference. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I 
merely wish to say for the RECORD that 
at a t ime when we have a shortage of 
manpower and a manpower cris:s in this 

-country I think it is a tragic mistake to 
have the operating arm, the manage
ment arm, the functioning ann of the 
War Manpower Commission, in attempt
ing tQ deal with this critical situation, 
partially paralyzed because of this re
striction. If at the end of the war we 
want the United States Employment 
Service returned to its previous status it 
can be done by legislation, but in the 
meantime let us permit it to function 
efficiently, and not hamper it simply be
cause there is opposition to permanent 
federalization of this service. 

What harm can it do to permit th3se 
individuals to receive the same levels 

• 
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of salaries paid in the oth~r branches 
of the Federal Government? What 
harm can that do, so far as concerns 
the ultimate issue of deciding what dis
position shall be made of the adminis
trative agency in question? Congress 
will always have the power to legislate 
on that subject in the future. But now 
in the midst of this terrible war, when 
every Senator knows that manpower is 
one of our most serious problems, it is 
a great mistake to take this attitude 
simply because It has some indirect bear
ing on whether in the future this agency 
is to be at the Federal level or not. That 
is a question we can always determine. 

Mr.- HILL. Mr. President, -will the 
Senator yleld? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield. 
1\~r. HILL. I wish to say that I agree 

with the Senator from Wisconsin. I 
do not think the Senator's amendment 
involves a question as to whether when 
the war is over these employment serv
ices will go back to the States. Franldy, 
I feel they should go back to the States, 
and I thinl~ it is vexy likely that they 
will go bacl~ to the States. But I wish 
to say that I have the honor to be a 
member of the Senate Committee on 
Military Affair~ and hat committee has 
held very extensive hearings on the 
question of manpower. When I say "ex
tensive hearings," the fact is that we 
have been .Qolding hearine:s on the sub
ject of manpower from last October until 
2 weeks ago. All through those hearings 
representatives of the \Var Manpower 
Commission, when asked why they did 
not do this or why they did not do that, 
spoke of how the work of the Manpower 
Commission is now" crippled and im
paired because of the enormous turn
over in the personnel of these offices. 
As the Senator from \Visconsin has said, 
these offices . of the Employment ServiCe 
constitute the machinery through which 
the Manpower Commission has to op
erate and does operate. This machinery 
is greatly crippled and impaired because 
it is not now possible to lceep efficient 
persons in the service of the employment 
offices. · 

According to the testimony before the . 
committee, the minute one of the offices 
employs a capable pers:·on, tha~ person is 
given the opportunity to obtain a job in 
some Federal agency at a higher rate of 
pay for doing the same· kind of work, 
and, of course, he does what we would do, 
cr wha,t anyone else would do, and natu
rally takes the job which provides the 
higher pay. One of the most serious 
problems now confronting the War Man
power Commission as testified by Gov
ernor McNutt, and attested by practi
cally every other representative of the 
Manpower Commission who has ap
peared before the Military Affairs Com
mittee, is the problem of not being able 
to retain capable and efficient personnel 
in these offices., with the constant and 
e1.~.ormous turn -over in their personnel 
because of the relatively very low pay 
now anowed for their employees. 

Mr. President, I was very hopeful that 
the distinguished chairman of the sub
committee would at least take the pro
posed amendment to conference, but 

r 

since he does not agree to do so I hope 
the Senate will adopt the amendment. 
That will place the whole matter in con
ference, and there the conferees may go 
ir:to the matter further, and obtain a 
better picture than perhaps they have 
been able to obtain of the situation with 
reference to the operation of the War 
Manpower Commission and how the 
Commission is now crippled and 1ts work 
impaired because of the relatively very 
low salaries which are allowed. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I 
wish to say a further word in conclusion. 
I realize that probably to some extent the 
Federal Security Administrator has 
brought this on his own head, because I 
think in all sincerity and conviction he 
h2.s announced that he is in f&vor cf t~k
ing over the unemployment compensa
tion service and federalizing it. I -think 
the bill introduced by the distinguished 
Senator from New York [Mr. WAGNER] 
contains a provision for that to be done. 

But Mr. President, that is not the.issue, 
as I see it. What harm can it do, sn far 
as that issue is concerned, to raise these 
s.alaries to a level comparable to those 
paid by the Federal Government? We 
can determine, and can fight out here 
when the time comes, what shall be done 
with the service. So far as I am con
cerned, I am convinc,ed that, wherever 
possible, we should maintain the Federal
State relationship. I think it is a mis
take to go in the other direction; but for 
purposes of war it was considered neces
sary to take the service over, and it has 
been taken over. 

Now why cannot we, for the duration 
of the war, at least, provide it with a 
sufficient salary scale so that it can retain 
its employees and do a creditable job in 
a very important situation? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield. 
Mr. HILL. I think it should be em

phasized, too, that the Federal Govern
ment in taking over the offices did so with 
the voluntary cooperation of the States. 
The States themselves recognized that in 
this time of war, in this time of great 
emergency, the offices had to be turned 
over to the Federal Government; and 
they were voluntarily turned over by the 
States, for the war period, and in full 
agreement, so to speak, and cooperation 
between the Federal Government and the 
States. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I 
have submitted the amendment, and I 
hope it will be agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment offered 
by the' Senator from ·wisconsin. 

Mr. GUFFEY. Mr. President, I hope 
the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Wisconsin will prevaH, as I think it 
is well worth while. 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield to me for a mom.ent? 

!l.tir. GUFFEY. I yield the floor. 
Mr. MEAD. ·r merely desire to say 

that the disparity between the wage 
rs.tcs for the Federal service and for th.e 
State service is more widespread now, as 
the result of the passage of the $300 
bonus bill for Federal employees. I am 
in thorough accord with the Senator 

from Wisconsin on his amendment, and 
I trust it will prevail. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. McCARRAN. I ask for the yeas 
and nays. ( 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 

is on agreeing to the amendment of .the 
Senator from Wisconsin. 

The 2.mendment was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 

is on the engrossment of the amend
ments &nd the third reading of the bill. 

The amendments were ordered to be 
engrossed, and. the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was read the thi!'d time, and 
passed. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, I 
move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments, request a conference with 
the House thereon, and that the Chair 
appoint the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. • 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Vice President appointed Mr. McCARRAN, 
Mr. MCKELLAR, Mr. RUSSELL, Mr. BANK
HEAD, Mr. 'TnUMAN, Mr. LODGE, and Mr. 
WHITE conferees on the part of the 
Senate-. · 
REPAIR OF DAMAGE CAUSED BY FLOODS 

Under the order previously entered, 
the s~nate proceeded to the considera
tion of the bill CS. 1134) to amend sec
tion 5 of the Flood Control Act, "approved 
August 13, 1941, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend
ment of the committee will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to 
strike out all after the enacting clause 
and il}sert: 

That the sum of $10,000,COO is hereby au
thorized to be appropriated as an emergency 
funa to be expendecr under the direction of 
the Secretary of War and the supervision of 
the Chief of Engineers for the repair, resto
ration. and strengthening of levees and other 
flood-control works which have been thuat:. 
enecl or destroyed by the recent floods: PTo
vid~d, That pending appropriation of said 
sum Secretary of War may allot from exist
ing flood-control appropriations such sums 
as may l>e necessary for the immediate prose
cution of the work herein authorized, such 
appropriations to be reimbursed from the ap
propriation herein authorized when made: 
Provided ju1·ther, That funds allotted under 
this authority shall not be diverted from 
the unobligated funds from the appropri2.
tion ''Flood control, general," made avail
able in the War Department Civil Appropria
tion Act, 19_44, for specific purposes therein 
enumerated. 

SEC. 2. In order to aid in the rehabl!lta
tion, including necessary relocation, pr9tec
tion, and elevation above flood plane, of rail
roads engaged in interstate commerce whose 
properties have been destroyed or damaged 
in who!e cr in part by flood in 104:3, the Re
construction Finance Corporation, with the 

' approval of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, is authorized to make rehabilitation 
loan or loans to any such railroad or to ~he 
receivers or trustees thereof in such manner 
upon such terms and conditions and with 
such security as the corporation may pre
scribe; e;rcept that each such loan shall bear 
no interest and shall contain provisions for 
the amortization thereof over a period of not 
to exceed 40 years. The total amount o! loans 
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and commitments to railroads, receivers, and 
trustees under this section shall not ·exceed 
at any one time $25,000,000. The amount of 
note, bond, debenture, and other such obli
gation which the corporation is authorized 
and empowered to issue and to have cut
standing at any one time under existing law 
is hereby increased by an amount sufficient to 
carry out the provision of this section .• The 
proceeds of any loan made pursuant to this 
section shall be e~p3nded under the dlrec
tion of the Secretary of War and the super
vision of the Chief of E11gineers. 

SEC. 3. The provisions of this act shall be 
deem€<! to be additional and supplemental to, 
and not in lieu of, existing gene1;al legisla
tion authorizing . aliocation of flood-control 
funds for restoration of flood-control works 
threatened or destroyed by flcod. 

Mr. OVERTON. l'.1r. President, in 
making the -initial request, I explained 
the purpose and object of the bill. I sim
ply desire to a~d to the observations I 
have already made the--statement that 
the record shows that the area inundated 
during recent floods along the streams I 
have mentioned comprises a little more 
than 9,000,000 acres, the damage is esti
mated at $96,000,000, and there were re
ported the deaths of 62 persons. 

With that explanation, I submit the 
bill. 

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
LANGER] has an amendment to offer, and 
I shall be glad to yield to him · for that 
purpose. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I offer 
the amendment, which J send to the desk 
and ask to have stated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend
ment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK .. On page 3, line 9, !t 
is proposed to strike out the words "shall 
bear no interest". and insert "sh~ll bear 
interest at the rate of 3 percent per an
num." 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, has the 
clerk just read the -amendment 9ffered 
yesterday by the able j~nior Senator 
from North Dakota· [Mr. LANGER]? 

The VICE PRESID'ENT. The amend
ment has just been offered. 

Mr. TRUMAN. Mr. President, I have 
no objection to the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques
tion is on agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Nm;th Da
kota. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, may 
we hav_e an explanation of what the Sen
ator from North Dakota seeks to achieve 
by the amendment? 

· - Mr. OVERTON. If the inquiry is ad
dressed to me, and if I have the floor, 
I shall be very glad to answer. 

Section 1 of the bill undertakes 1;,o 
take care of the d&Ir..&ges suffered by 
railroads by an act of God, in the case 
of the tremendous floods which caused 
the sweeping away of trackage and other 
damage to railroads, especially where 
they crossed the rivers. I think the evi
dence shows that in one case the waters 
impounded in a dam were inadvertently 
released, and, as a result, one or two of 
the railroads suffered very great damage. 

with the approval_of the Interstate Com
merce Commission, and they shall be 
amortized over a period not to exceed 

. 40 years. The committee amemlment, 
as · reported, provided that the loans 
should bear no interest. The amend
ment offered by the- Senator from North 
Dakota provides that they shall bear
interest at the rate of 3 percent per 
annum. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. TRu
MAN], who was the author of the rail
road amendment, is agreeable to- the 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
North Dakota. As the Sem.~.tor who han
dled the bill, I am raising no objection 
to it. 

I desire to say it is very necessary that 
the · bill be passed, and I desire to have 
it passed without any controversial item 
in it. 

Mr. -DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield to me for a question? 

Mr. OVERTON. I am very glad to 
yield. 

Mr. DANAHER. Let me say that who
ever was the author of the bill certainly 
had in mind that the railroads might 

, need some assistance. 
Mr. OVERTON. No doubt. 
Mr. DANAHER. .And it was deemed to 

be in the public interest that there be a 
source to which the railroads could ap
ply for funds; is not that so? 

Mr. OVERTON. That is correct. 
Mr. DANAHER. It is also to be pre

sumed that if the author of the bill 
thought it would be in the public interest 
that a loan period of 40 years be pro
vided, . it would be advantageous to the 
public to have the loans made without 
interest; is it not? 

Mr. OVERTON. The Senator is cor
rect. 

Mr. DANAHER. At that point some
one has decided that, even if the rail
roads need loans, and even if it be in the 
public interest to have the railroads re
ceive them, it must be in the public in
terest to have the railroads pay 3 per
cent interest per annum. I do not know 
whether the railroads can, in the event 
of need, finance such loans at the rate 
of 3 percent. I do not know whether 
such_ a provision is fair. Has the com
mittee had any information as to wheth
er 3 percent is the proper rate? 

Mr. OVERTON. The information 
which the Commerce Committee had on 
that question was, first, as to the damage 
which had been caused; second, that 
some of the railroads were in bankruptcy 
or receivership; and that in respect to 
all the railroads, they were acting under 
an advice amounting practically. to an 
admonition from the Interstate Com
merce Commission to retire as rapidly 
as possible their interest-bearing in
debtedness, in order to avoid the pay
ment of interest thereon and in order 
to have a reserve capital with which to 
meet the impact of the post-war period. 
Therefore the suggestion was made that 
the loans be granted to the railroads 

Section 2 provides that in order to aid 
in the rehabilitation, including necessary . 
relocation, protection, and elevation 
above flood plane, of the railroads which 
were so damaged, loans may be made by 
the Recons-truction ~~!!_ance Corporation, 

without any interest, upon the further 
argument that the railroads are doing 
a great public service; that commerce 
on the railroads was interrupted by the 
floods, and is continuing to be inter
rupted, at a- time when, in the prosecu-

tion of the war, it is very necessary to 
transport as rapidly as possible troops, 
munitions, and materiel of war. In or
der that the work of rehabilitating the 
railroads may proceed, promptly, the 
Federal Government should offer' the 
inducement of letting them have the 
money on collateral security without in
terest. That is the argument. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator further yield? 

Mr. OVERTON. I yield. 
Mr. DANAHER. In view of the fact 

that the Reconstruction Finance Corpo
ration is to be permitted to make these 
rehabilitation loans only with the ap~ 
proval of the Interstate Commerce Com
missi-en; I take it it is to be presumed 
that the Interstate Commerce Commis
sion ~pay deny permission to any 'rail-· 
road to borrow. 

Mr. OVERTON. ·The Senator is cor
rect. -

Mr. DANAHER. In order that the 
public interest may -properly be served, 
and in order that the desire of the Sena
tor from North Dakota and- those who 
share his views may be executed, at least 
in part, I offer, as a substitute for the 
amendment offered by the Benator from 
North Dakota,l~nguage which will read: 

Shall bear interest at a rate not to exceed 
3 percent per annum. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, yester~ 
day the distinguished Senator from 
South Dakota conferred with me regard
ing this bill, which provides for loans 
without interest. I suggested 3 percent, 
because the Disaster Loan Corporation, 
an agency of the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation, charges cities, townships, 
counties~ _and other political subdivisions 
which have suffered similar losses 3 per~ 
cent. I thought probably it was an 
equitable adjustment of the interest rate. 
However, if money can be obtained at a 
lower rate, that is all right. I sa-Y that in 
all fairness to the Senator, because I 
made the suggestion based wholly on the 
practice established by the Disaster Loan 
Corporation in charging 3 percent to 
private or public corporations and insti
tutions which meet with situations simi~ 
lar to the one described by' the able 
Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. TRUMAN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. OVERTON. I yield. 
Mr. TRUMAN. Mr. President, this 

was my amendment. It has been my 
privilege to be a member of the Inter
state Commerce Committee with the dis~ 
tinguished Senator from Montana rMr. 
WHEELER] and to have made a complete 
and thorough investigation of the finan
cial set-up of the railroads. 

Nearly all the southwestern railroads 
are located in the particular flood area 
to which the bill of the Senator ftom 
Louisiana- relates. Ninety percent of 
them are )n receivership. At least one 
has been almost completely washed -
away. It is absolutely essential in this 
wartime trafllc. It cannot be replaced 
unless the Government takes it over and 
replaces it. ' _ 

I had thought that tlie widening of 
th€ openings on a great many of the 
southwestern streams, the changing of 
the railroad alinement along the Illinois 

I 
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River ;:tnd the Wabash River, and the 
opening of the bridgehead at Fort Smith, 
Ark., would have a very great effect on 
the farm lands which have been inun
dated by the recent floods. We have 
never had an over-all flood-control pic
ture- for the whole Mississippi Valley, 
Flood-control work has be'en done on a 
piecemeal basis. Back in 1935 a pro
gram was outlined by the National Re
sources Planning Board which called for 
an over-all flood-control program tal::ing 
into consideration the small rivers. It ;s 
the small rivers which cause flood disas
ters. The Arkansas River, the White 
River, the St. Francis River, the Illinois 

- River, the Sangamon River, the Wabash 
River, the Grand River in Missouri, the 
Osage River in Missouri, and half a 
dozen others were the cause of the dis
astrous floods which washed out farm 
crops. .. 

I do not want the railroads to have 
any special privlleges over the farmers 
or anyone else; and when the Senator 
from North Dakota suggested an inter
est rate, I suggested to him that it be 
made not greater than 3 percent, be
cause money can be borrowed on short
term paper for as little as one-half of 
1 percent. The same argument was 
made to me as was made by the distin
guished Senator from Oregon, that the 
Disaster Loan Corporation charges 3 per
cent for rehabilit2.tion loans in the Ohio 

· River Valley. I do not think the rail
roads ought 'to have any special privi
leges, but this is a movement in the 
public interest, and unless some of the 
railroads are relocated, unless bridges 
are raised, and new bridges built in many 
places, there will be an additional flood 
menace every time a heavy rainfall oc
curs in the Mississippi Basin. 

I am perfectly willing to accept any 
amendment which is reasonable, just, 
and fair so far as the farmers and tl1e 
railroads are concerned. I have no ob
jection to an interest rate being charged. 
My idea in offering the amendment in 
the form in which is was offered was 
based upon the fact that the railroads 
affected are nearly all in receivership, 
and those which are not in receivership 
are skating so close to the edge that if 
it had not been for the war effort some 
of them would now be in receivership. 

With that explanation, I am perfectly 
willing to accept any amendment on the 
interest question which is fair to all con
cerned. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, there
cent floods caused thousads of farmers 
to lose all they had. They are broke. 
They are putting in late _crops. They 
are doing just as much for the public 
interest as are the railroads. I under
stand that they are obliged to pay a
percent interest. If the Disaster Loan 
Corporation charges farmers 3 percent I · 
think the railroads should pay the same 
rate. That is the purpose of my amend
ment. If it charges less, there is no 
objection to the railroads paying less, 
provided the farmers also pay less. 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, I 
should like to have the RECORD show, be
cause I am a member of the Commerce 
Committee, that· at the committee meet-

ing yesterday I offered an amendment 
which would strike out that part of the 
bill providing that money may be loaned 
to the railroads without interest. The 
amendment .was defeated in the commit
tee. I then explained to the able chair
man of the subcommittee [Mr. OvEnTON] 
that I would offer an amendment to the 
bill on the floor. Thereafter I discussed 
the matter with the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. LANGER] and told him that 
I hadplanned to offer an amendment. I 
do not do .so because of the amendment 
which is now before the Senate. 

I wish the RECORD to show clearly that 
I feel that this would be a most danger
ous precedent. I think that the argu
ment, sincerely made, that the railroads 
serve the public welfare, certainly applies 
in equal measure to the farmer, and to 
almost everyone else. I am very hope
ful that this amendment will prevail. ' 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
DANAHER] to the amendment of the Sen
ator from North Dakota [Mr. LANGER]. 

Th,e amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
now is on agreeing to the amendment of 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
LANGER] as amended to_ the amendment 
of the committee. 

The amendment, as amended, to the 
committee amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques
tion is on agreeing to the committee 
amendment as amended. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. ~ Presi
dent, is the committee amendment pend
il}g? I have a separate amendment to 
offer. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, what 
action has the Senate taken? -

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend
ment of the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. DANAHER] to the amendment of the 
Sehator from North Dakota [Mr. LANGER] 
was agreed to, and then the amendment 
of the Senator from North Dakota, as 
modilied by the amendment of the Sen• 
ator from Connecticut, was also agreed 
to. That means, in effect, that the 
amendment of the Senator from Con-

.. necticut was agreed to. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I offer an, 

amendment to the committee amend-" 
ment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will state the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Missouri. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. At the end of 
the committee amendment it is proposed 
to add the following new section: 

SEc. 4. The Secretary of Agriculture is 
hereby authorized and directed to suspend 
all quota provisions and other limitations 
with respect to the production of agricul
tural commodities in any area affected by 
floods in 1943 whenever he finds that crops 
have been destroyed pr plantings interfered 
with or washed out in such area by reason 
of such floods, and he is further authorized 
to permit the maximum planting in· such 
area of any crops which are essep.tial to the 
war effort. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I did 
not catch the full impoit of the first part 

of the amendment. However, as to the 
latter part-

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I will 
yield out of mere courtesy to the Sena
tor. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, I did not wish to take the Senator 
off his feet, but the amendment itself
seems to me to be self-explanatory. It 
simply provides that as to land which 
has been 1:looded, and on whfch replant
ing is necessary, the quotas and allot
ments shall be suspended for this year. 
In other words, a great deal of that land 
is the best corn land in the world. Crops 
which were planted there were washed 
out, and it will be nec~s~ary to replant 
them. It is still possible to grow a corn 
crop, but it is not possible to grow flax 
and some other crops which had been 
planted. 

Mr. McNARY. I do not believe that 
any quotas on the plantation of corn 
have been worked out as being applicable 
for this year. As I recall, last year the 
only quotas were on wheat. T-hose 
quotas have been remo~;ed for this year. 
I do not think there are quotas on any 
crops for this year. However, in any 
event, whether I am misinformed or not, 
I have no objection to the amendment 
because farmers should be permitted the 
greatest freedom in the planting of 
whatever crnp is most suitable for the 
soil and for the market. · 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Pres
ident, when the agricultural appropria
tion bill was pending an amendment was 
offered and accepted which provided that 

....l.ll restrictions on the planting of cotton 
should be removed in the green-bug. in
fested areas and in the flood-devastated 
areas throughout the country. That 
amendment was agreed to by the Senate 
and it has since been agreed to in con
ference. There is only one crop over 
which control is being exercised, and 
that is cotton. There are no allocations 
for wheat, flax, rye, or anything except 
cotton. As I understand, the amend
ment has already been agreed to by the 
conference committee and has been ap
proved by both Houses of Congress. 
\Vhile I am in favor of the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Missouri, 
I think it comes too late as the whole 
matter has been already effectively cov
ered. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr .. President, while 
I cannot speak for the Commerce Com
mittee because the amendment was not 
before that committee, personally I have 
no objection to the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi

dent, I send forward another amend
ment which I ask to have read. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I yield. 
Mr. LANGER. Will the Senator tell me 

where in the bill there is a provision for 
the rebuilding of bridges which have 
been washed out? When the bill was 

- ' 
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introduced by the Senator from lllinois 
[Mr. LucAs] he spoke of the destruction 
of bridges. In my State many bridges 
have been washed out. Where is their 
repair provided for in the bill? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. So far as I 
know, the question of local bridges is not 
provided for in the bill. In my State we 
are having the second flood of this year. 

·-Each of them has been as serious as any 
fiood on the Missouri River since 1903. 
There is not a passable bridge across the 
Missouri River from St. Louis to Kansas 
City at the present time. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, as I 
recall, a few days ago the Senate passed 
a bill which took care of the problem of 
the repair and the construction of roads 
and bridges which have been damaged or 
destroyed by the floods. An amendment 
was attached to a bill which came over 
from the House, as it may be recalled, by 
which we undertook to provide for the 
repairs and replacement of bridges and 
roads which were destroyed by floods, and 
set up a $20,000,000 emergency fund for 
that purpose. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I thank the 
Senator from Arkansas. 

The VICE PRE.SIDENT. The clerk 
will state the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Missouri. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. At the end of 
the committee amendment it is proposed 
to add a new section, as follows: 

SEc. 5. The War Production Board, ane 
every other governmental agency which h as 
jurisdiction over allocations and priorities 
relating to farm machinery and equipment, 
are authoriz~d and directed immediately to 
tak~ such steps as may be necessary to pro
vide for•the necessary allocations and priori
ties to enable farmers in the areas affected 
by floods in 1943 to replace and repair their 
farm machinery and equipment which was 
destroyed or damaged by such floods, and to 
continue farming operations. 

Mr. CLAP..K of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, the amendment simply provides, 
so far as possible, a directive to the War. 
Production Board, or other govern
mental agencies of adequate jurisdiction, 
to assist and aid farmers who, in many 
cases, lost their farm implements and 
necessary fencing, by granting to them 
:Priorities so far as possible in order that 
they may continue their farming opera
tions. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I have no 
objection to the amendment offered by 
the S::mator from Missouri. However, 
in order that we may keep the record 
straight, I should like to make an obser
vation having reference to the War Pro
duction Board. 

At this moment the War Production 
·Board will grant priorities to anyone 
who needs fencing, farm machinery, or 
any other implements which have been 
destroyed by floods. So far no one has 
filed any complaints through my office 
because of inability to obtain priorities 
from the War Production Board. As I 
have said, I have no objection to the 
amendment, but I think great credit is 
due the War Production Board for its 
recognition of the emergency in my sec
tion of the country as well as in sec
tions of· the Southwest and the grant
ing of priorities immediately and with 
expedition. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques
tion is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. -
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi

·dent, I send forward another amend
ment which I ask to have read. 

The VICE FRESIDENT. The clerk 
· will state the amendment. 
...- The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of the 

committee amendment it is proposed to 
add the following: 

SEc. 6. That in order to aid in the rehabil
itation of farmers whose buildings, crops, 
livestock, machinery, and equipment were 
destroyed or damaged, in whole or in part, 
by floods in 1943, the Secretary of Agriculture 
is authorized to provide relief to any such 
farmer, in such manner and upon such terms 
and conditions as the Secretary of Agricul
ture may prescribe, for the purpose of aiding · 
such farmer to replace or repair any property 
so aestroyed or damaged, and to obtain the 
necessary seed, livestock, and equipment to 
enable him to continue farming operations. 

SEc. 7. There is hereby authorized to be 
appropriated the sum of $15,000,000 for car
rying out the provisions 0: this act. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I have 
followed very carefully our ventures in 
the field of relief. I recall that a good 
many years ago Congress relieved the 
farmers of North Dakota by buying feed 
and it also went' into the question of 
fertilizer and food. · 

Then we loaned money on easy terms 
for machinery. We thought we had 
about reached the limit of what the Fed
eral Government should do for the 
farmers. Evidently it is now proposed to 
go very much further than we have gone 
heretofore. As I understand, a pre
vious amendment provided for priorities, 
and I have no objection to that. 'I11e 
pending amendment mentions seed, live
stock, and equipment. Then there is an 
authorization for a large sum of money. 
Does that mean that each one of these 
farmers may acquire a cow, if necessary, 
or hogs, and seed and all that sort of 
thing, to reequip his farm on a loan 
basis? If so, what is the standard? I 
want to be charitable, but I also want 
to be careful. I have seen this program 
grow and grow and grow and I do not 
want it to be placed on an emotional 
basis or to be considered a mere reaction· 
to sentiment. Let us always be sensible. 

I am rather sorry that the able Sen
ator has offered the amendment. It 
touches me to object to a proposition of 
this kind, but I thought, with the relief 
granted by the bill as originally pro
posed, plus the charge of an interest rate 
which was fair to the railroads, and the 
amendment heretofore adopted the bill 
would be sufficient, but now we are get
ting into an entirely new field. 

We have other agencies which can do 
this job without additional legislation. I 
rather think the Senator is running a 
chance of losing his entire bill and ex
hausting sympathy by trying to do some
thing that is not practicable. I do not 
know who offered the amendment, but, 
whoever offered it, it seems to me not to 
be advisable. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I offered it. 
Mr. McNARY. Very well. Then, I 

suggest to my great friend from Mis-

souri, who generally exercises rare judg
ment---

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I thank the 
Senator. 

Mr. McNARY. That he is about to 
submarine his own effort. I am through. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, I say very frankly that the amend
ment which I have proposed goes con
siderably further than the original scope 
of the bill. The original scope of the 
bill is limited in respect to the restora
tion of public works in the nature of 
dikes and things of that sort. But I 
say that in this emergency, in view of 
the serious food shortage which now 
confronts the people of the United States, , 
it is necessary to go further, not as a 
means of extending charity to the farm
ers, not as a means of extending charity 
to anybody, but as a method of stepping 
up, so far a.s possible, food production 
in the United States, which by the ru
inous floods which have taken place has 
been set back to an almost unprece
dented degree in this year when it is 
worse needed than ever before. As I said 
a moment ago, in the Missouri Valley we 
are experiencing our second flood of the 
year, each one of which has been greater 
than any flood the Missouri Valley has 
suffered since 1903. 

The Senator from Oregon very prop
erly says that this is somewhat of a de
parture, but we have had many depar
tures in the last few years. We are 
spending Government money all over the 
world without any hope of ever getting it 
back, under the lease-lend policy; and to 
say that we are justified in financing 
production of food to be given to Russia 
or to England or to north Africa or to 
any place else, and that we are not justi
fied in protecting ourselves so far as pos
sible by restoring to production this year 
in a great emergency thousands upon 
thousands of acres of the most fertile 
land on the habitable globe, seems to me 
to be preposterous on its face. 

I am not in favor of charity; but this 
is an emer~ency; this is the time when 
we need food more than we have ever 
needed it in any year in the whole his
tory of the United States; we have as
sumed obligations practically to feed the 
world, and to suggest that, by reason of 
some technicality, we have to sit by with 
our hands folded and allow this enor
mous acreage of very valuable alluvial 
land to go out of cultivation, in this great 
national disaster, simply does not make 
sense to me. Therefore, I propose this 
amendment. It is very frankly for direct 
relief rather than what is contained in 
the original bill, which was simply for 
restoration of public works, which, of 
itself, is a very meritorious object, and 
with which I thoroughly agree, but it 
seems to me that such an emergency now 
confronts us that direct action is neces
sary. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I do not 
want to be accused of being technical. 
That is a charge which may be brought 
against a lawyer; I am an orchard man. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I certainly 
did not intend to make any charge 
against the distinguished,.,Senator from 
Oregon for whom, as he knows, I have 
the very highest. respect. 
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Mr. McNARY. The great legal mind 

of the able Senator from Missouri might 
look it the technical side; I am not 
thinking of that side; but I am trying 
really to do the Senator a kindness which 
he does not understand or appreciate. -
H J will probably get into such a situation 
that he will lose his bill; but I shall not 
dwell on that. 

In the greatest seriousness, Mr. Presi
dent, let me say emergencies are always 
occurring. This is not the first emer
gency. I remember when Mr. Hoover 
was Secretary of Commerce, after I came 
to the Senate, nearly a quarter of a cen
tury ago, I went 'with him and others 
down the Mississippi River and saw the 
devastating flood then raging-the great
est ever in the history of that grand old 
river. That was an emergency. We did 
not buy farmers cows and spans of mules 
and harness and oats and barley and 
alfalfa hay and what not. The farmers 
who were affected worked out their own 
destiny. We did, however, appropriate 
money and extended to them the hope 
that such a disaster would not occur in 
the future. I supported legislation along 
that line to the extent of many millions 
of dollars, and I am now happy that I 
did so. Tha~ is what we did to insure 
them against future devastation. 

I am willing to go further than this bill, 
but the Senator need not talk to me about 
emergencies. As I have said, we always 
have emergencies; we have had them 
everywhere all the time. It is just as 
sorrowful for a farmer to lose a cow 1 
year as it is another. The whole thing 
is the loss of the cow. It is useless to 
appeal to me on the ground of patri
otism and on the statement that this is 
an unusual situation. That is all folde
rol. A cow is a cow "for a' that." 

I may not be technical; but I cannot 
think loosely on these questions. 

Mr. President, there is no standard 
provided governing what the Secretary· 
of Agriculture may do to help these 
farmers. Is he to buy these things and 
furnish them gratuitously to the farm
ers, or is he to loan the money? If so, 
at what rate? This is the only bill I 
r.ecall where we have not, by some means 
or method, worked out a formula where
by the farmer could obtain relief while 
he paid to the Government a part of 
the money. , 

I am appealing to the very able Sen
ator, my very dear friend from Missouri. 
Does he contemplate that the $15,000,000 
proposed to be appropriated shall be used 
to restock these farms without any 
return of principal to the Government 

• or any penalty in the form of interest? 
What is his plan? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The amend
ment provides for direct relief; there can 
be no question about that. 

Mr. McNARY. So we are giving $15,-
000,000 to the group of farmers who 
have suffered this loss without any obli
gation whatsoever on their part to repay 
it or return it to the Government? 

Mr. 'cLARK of Missouri. We have 
given about $15,000,000,000 to various 
other peoples in the world. 

Mr. McNARY. I understand that; I 
voted for those appropriations; but that 
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is the history, and I· never foun(l any 
reason to justify a bill by going back 
to a study of immediate history. I let 
the historian of the future write history, 
That is based on experience and on com
mon sense. 

Mr. President, I have given my views. 
I doubt very much the wisdom at this 
time of starting on a new process, a new 
formula for relief which has never been 
justified by experience and which has 
not had the sanction of legislative action. 
But if the Senate wants to do so, I do 
not want to hold up the bill. I realize 
we must pass the appropriation bills, and 
dispose of the conference report, because 
tomorrow will be the last day of the fiscal 
year. I subside by saying I think that 
the pending proposal is hasty, unfor-
tunate, and untimely. . 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, in ref
erence to the pending amendment offered 
by the able Senator from Missouri, I wish 
to say that it was not referred to the 
Senate Committee on Commerce. There
fore, when we considered the bill we did 
not consider the amendment. As a 
printed reproduction of it shows, it was 
referred to the Committee on Appropria
tions. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the 
Senator _yield? 

Mr. OVERTON. I yield. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. In the form 

in which I offered the amendment, it was 
changed to an authorization. OI course, 
the printed bill which I introduced as a 
separate measure contained provision 
for a direct appropriation, and therefore 
was properly referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. I have now changed 
it, and in the form in which I offer it as 
an authorization· it is proper to refer 
it to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. OVERTON. It has not yet been 
so referred. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No, but I am 
offering it as an amendment to the pend
ing bill. 

I Mr. OVERTON. I understand. I wish 
to make the statement that the Senate 
Committee on Commerce, in considering 
Senate bill 1134, the pending bill, did not 
consider this amendment, tecause it had 
not been referred to the committee. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If the Sen
ator will permit me, the Senator will re
call that I gave notice in the committee of 
my intention to offer it as an amendment 
to-this bill. 

Mr. OVERTON. The Senator is cor
rect, and I was about to make that obser
vation. During the hearing the Senator 
from Missouri stated that he proposed to 
offer ..not only this amendment, but the 
other two amendments which have been 
adopted, when the bill came up for con
sideration. He said he was going to offer 
the amendments on the floor of the 
Senate. 

Personally I have no objection to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Missouri, but I cannot accept it as repre
senting the Senate Commerce Commit
tee. As to whether or not it is such an 
amendment as should receive committee 
consideration before being acted upon by 
the Senate is a matter which addresses 
itself to the sound judgment of the £en-

ate. It is of course a very important 
amendment, authorizing an appropria·· 
tion larger than that authorized by the 
bill itself. The bill authorizes an appro
priation of $10,000,000, while the amend
ment authorizes an appropriation of 
$15,000,000. 

Mr. fiLL. Mr. President, will the Sen
ator yield? 

Mr. OVERTON. I yield. 
Mr. HILL. I can well understand the 

motives which prompt the Senator from 
Missouri in offering the amendment. I 
can also understand the observation 
made by the distinguished senior Sena
tor from Oregon [Mr. McNARY]. I won
der- if the proposed work could not be 
done by the Farm Security Administra
tion. As I recall, several years ago there 
were some disastrous floods in Alabama, 
and the Farm Security Administration 
moved in and gave us relief very much 
in line with the relief suggested by the 
amendment of the Senator from Mis
souri. I wonder what the Senator would 
think about putting this work under the 
Farm Security Administration, because 
in that agency the machinery and the 
procedure are available which the ~na
tor from Oregon has suggested are lack
ing. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I should 
have no objection to that, but it wal) 
originally iny idea that the matter 
should be handled by the Disaster Loan 
Corporation. I consulted with various 
agencies of Government, which all rec
ognize the very desperate necessity for 
immediate action in the way of direct 
relief if crops in the widespread area 
affected are to be saved, but the best 
advice I could get, after consulting with 
everyone I could think of consulting, 
was that it was probably better to put 
the matter under the direction of the 
Secretary of Agriculture. It did not 
seem to fit into the particular niche of 
any governmental agency, except the 
general autkority of the Secretary of 
Agriculture. 

Mr. HILL. Did the Senator confer 
with the head of the Farm Security Ad
ministration? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I was in 
touch with him; I did not personally . 
confer with him. 

Mr. HILL. I have in mind what the 
Farm Security Administration did in 
somewhat similar circumstances in the 
State of Alabama several years ago, in 
conditions growing out of floods, and 
knowing they have an organization set
up and prescribed for such work. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It does not 
make the slightest difference to me what 
agency handles the matter. What I ·am 
interested in-is in getting relief for the 
flood sufferers, and more particularly in 
attempting to save the crops in that ex
tremely important agricultural area this 
year. 

Mr. HILL. It was the observation of 
the distinguished Senator from Oregon, 
together with my own observation of 
what the Farm Security Administration 
had done in Alabama, which prompted 
me to express the thought that perhaps 

• if the Senator placed the administration 
of the activity in the hands of the Farm 



6702 ·coNGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE JUNE 29 
Security Administration it would meet 
the questions raised by the Senator from 
Oregon. There we have a going agency 
whose business it is to rehabilitate farm
ers and to do the very work proposed by 
the Senator's amendment. 

1\tlr. CLARK of Missouri. I should be 
perfectly willing to accept any modifica
tion, so long as the work was done. The 
only thing with which I am concerned is 
having the situation relieved, and hav
ing it done in time for the distressed 
farmers to make a crop this year. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President-
The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. PEP

PER in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Louisiana yield to the Senator from 
Dlinois? 

Mr. OVERTON. I shall yield the floor 
In a moment. 

As the Senator from Missouri knows, I 
am very much in sympathy not only with 
the amendments he offered and which 
have already been agreed to, but I am 
in sympathy with the amendment he has 
just offered. It is an amendment of 
much greater magnitude than the other 
amendments, carrying authorization for 
an appropriation of $15,000,000, and I was 
thinking it might be best that the amend
ment be offered as a separate bill, and 
receive committee consideration and have 
hearings, for no committee consideration 
has been given to it, as the Senator knows. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Senator 
Is correct. 

Mr. OVERTON. I think it can be done 
very expeditiously, and I think it should 
be done at once, because I see very read
ily' what the Senator has in mind. · 

If it were done when 'tis done, then 't were 
well it were done quickly. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If it is to be 
done, it must be done right away, or it 
:will not be effective. 

Mr. OVERTON. I certainly shall co
operate with the Senator from Missouri 
to· obtain speedy committee action, if it 
shall be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and is to be regarded as a 
flood-control measure. -

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I think there 
is not any question that, as I have offered 
the measure, as an amendment to the 
pending bill, it is within the htrisdiction 
of the Committee on Commerce. It was 
properly referred to the Committee on 
Appropri9,tions as I originally introduced 
it, because it carried a direct appropria
tion. 

Mr. OVERTON. If it shall be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, as chair
man of the subcommittee having juris
diction of such matters, I shall under
take immediately to conduct a hearing 
and report the bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am not will
Ing to jeopardize the bill introduced by 
the Senator from Illinois, and, with the 
understanding suggested by the Senator 
from Louisiana, I withdraw the amend
ment, and intend to offer it as a separate 
bill, and have it referred to the Com
mittee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I wish to 
express my gratitude to the senior Sen
ator from Missouri for withdrawing the 
amendm_ent to .the pending bill, because 

I should have some fear of the bill re
ceiving immediate attention, if the Sen
ator's amendment had become part of 
the measure, and also desire to commend 
the chairman and subcommittee of ·the 
Commerce Committee upon the efficient 
and speedy manner in which they have 
considered this legislation. 

Some time ago I was called to my home 
in Illinois. At that time the floods in the 
Illinois valley were at the very highest 
peak, and upon my Teturn, after viewing 
the devastation caused by the floods, I set 
about to contact the various agencies of 
government which could afford any relief 
whatsoever in the various sections of this 
country and the many people affected 
thereby, 

I first called the Farm Credit Admin
istration and found, through Dr. War
burton, who is ,deputy governor of that 
organization, that action to provide im
mediate aid in the form of loans to farm
ers for replanting crops destroyed by 
flood was being carried on at that time. 
He said that all the money ·necessary to 
make the loans needed in connection 
with the crops which had been de
stroyed was available. 

I conferred with the Red Cross at the 
time in order to ascertain what they 
were doing, and learned that they were 
also on the job in my section of the 
State, as well as in the other flooded 
areas. 

The Disaster Loan Corporation was 
standing QY, for instance, ready to give 
aid and comfort to the sufferers of the 
flood the moment the flood began to 
recede, by making disaster loans pri
marily to home owners in the flooded dis
tricts, whose homes had been destroyed. 
The Federal Works Agency was at
tempting to do something in the way of 
repairing and reconstructing the facili
ties of the different localities, which had 
been destroyed, such as the sewer sys
tems, water works, and other utilities 
which had gone under as the result of 
the high water. , 
' The only thing affected by the flood 
which was not covered directly by an 
agency was roads and highways. That 
has been taken care of by an amend
ment proposed by the distinguished 
junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Mc
CLELLAN J. The sewer systems and other 
facilities and utilities of certain munici
palities along the affected area will also 
require some relief. It is my under
standing that by the Lanham bill, which 
was passed by the House, several million 
dollars is appproriated for this particular 
purpose. That bill is now pending be
fore the Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys, as I recall. 

Mr. President, my bill is an emer
gency measure. That is why I was happy 
that the distinguished Senator from Mis
souri [Mr. CLARK] withdrew his amend
ment. The other amendments he of
fered, of course, will make little or no 
difference. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President-
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 

Senator from Illinois yield to tbe Senator 
from Arkansas? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 
Mr. McCLELLAN .. The distinguished 

Senator from Illinois has just stated that 
the measure is an emergency one. I 

wanted to inquire with respect to the 
provisions on page 2, lines 9 to 11, in
clusive, · under which $10,000,000 is 
authorized-

For the repair, restoration, and strength
ening of levees and other flood-control works 
which have been threatened or destrdyed by 
the recent floods. 

I should like to ask the distinguished 
Senator from Tilinois, who introduced the 
bill, if that language will prevent the 
Army engineers from doing more than 
merely rebuilding the levees or existing 
flood-control works which. were de
stroyed? In other• words, would the 
language be sufficient to authorize and 
permit the strengthening of the levees 
by increasing both the grade and sec
tion, or would it limit their reconstruc
tion or repair simply to replacing them 
in substantially the same condition as 
they existed prior to the flood and 
destruction? 

Mr. LUCAS. Let me say in reply to 
the able Senatot from Arkansas that 
when I returned from Illinois I also dis
cussed with the War Department the 
question of the rebuilding and the re
habilitating of these levees which had 
been destroyed by the flood, and learned 
from the War Department that under 
section 5 of the Flood Control Act the 
War Department was limited to the 
spending of $1,000,000 per annum for 
purposes '<lf rebuilding and repairing 
levees and other flood projects. There 
remained in the fund an unobligated bal
ance at that time of approximately $30,-
000,000. I was informed that when a 
flood destroys a levee the Department, 
under the present law, is unable to re
build that levee to a ~ greater height 
than its present height, or to widen 
the base to a greater width than its pres
ent width. Further, the present law 
would keep the War Department from 
undertaking to repair or rebuild some
thing which had been destroyed by the 
flood, though considered to be an im
mediate emergency, if it were, let us say, 
300 yards away from the flood project. 
Those are basic factors in section 5 of the 
Flood Control Act. 

I immediately conferred with the War 
Department with the view toward elimi
nating all those restrictions. My bill in 
the first instance provided that tbe De
partment could spend any portion of the 
unobligated balance, that it could widen 
the base of the levee and build it to any 
height the engineers thought necessary 
in view of the recent experience, and also 
any emergency caused by the excessive 
high water could be given attention. 

The Department contends that the lan
guage as rewritten, covers all the points 
which I raised in my original conversa
tion with them, and which is included in 
the language of the original bill I intro
duced. The word "strengthen" in the 
amendment is broad enough to extend the 
base and increase the height. They did 
not like the word "emergency" in the 
original bill. They thought that such a 
word might be used in a broad sense that 
would go too far, so it was stricken; how
ever, I will say to the distinguished Sen
ator from Arkansas, that the bill provides 
all the necessary power to do what the 
Senator has inquired about in his direct 

' 
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inquiry to me. Had the War Department 
representatives not given me such an in
terpretation, I would have insisted upon 
the original language. The amended bill 
is the same that is now being used, as I 
understand, by the flood-control commit
tee of the House of Representatives, 
which has reported out a bill similar to 
mine. So the House and the Senate com
mittees, and the War Department are 
satisfied that the language in question 
will be all that is necessary to provide 
the relief we need. 

One of the primary reasons-in fact, 
the major reason-! introduced this pro
posed legislation to existing law was the 
fact that in Jl!Y home city of Havana, 
Ill., we saw the water rise to the high
est point it has ri~en in all of the town's 
history. In 1844 occurred ·the previous 
highest flood in that valley, and so far 
as records show the flood this year rose 
3 feet higher than it was in 1844. Con
sequently the water went over the top 
of practically every levee along the river. 
The seawall at Beardstown, a city of 
some nine or ten thousand population 
below Havana some 30 miles, held the 
water with sacks of sand piled some 3 
feet on top of the levee. Great credit 
is due not only to the civilian popula-

. tion of that community for working day 
· and night to. save the city but to the 

soldiers, who rendered a tremendous 
amount of useful and hard work in con
nection with keeping the water from 
:Hooding the city and caUEing much dam
age. This is only one example of-many, 
which show the necessity for immediate 
leg.i.[;lation. 

Mr. President, my bill will give the 
Department an opportunity immediately 
to start planning and malcing specifica
tions for the rebuilding of the levees to 
a greater height, for widenin2 their base, 
and in some places setting back levees 
where bottlenecl~s exist with respect to 
holding back the flow of the water. At 
certain spots along the Illinois River and 
other rivers there are narrow stretches 
from bank to bank. The water cannot 
fiow through fast enough. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield further? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. I wish to thank the 

t:enator from IllL1ois for his statement. 
The only thing I was really concerned 
about was the language to which I re
ferred. I wondered whether it would 
permit the Army engineers really to do 
what has been found necessary to be 
done in view of recent experience. The 
recent floods have shown that it is nec
essary to set the levees back. I won
dered whether in undertt~.king to repair 
f:nd restore the levees the engineers 
could increase the section and grade and 
strength of the levee in an e-ffort to pre
vent a disaster such as we have lately 
experienced. It occurred to me that 
merely replacing the levees and the 
floo~ control works, restoring them, in 
other words, to their previous condition, 
would ultimately possibly prove to be a 
waste of money. 

In my State in the sections which have 
suffered in the recent floods the people 
are greatly concerned with respect to 
this matter. They are hoping that when 

the work is done under any emergency 
legislation Congress may enact, or when
ever the Army engineers set a.bout to 
repair the damage, they will take into 
account the height of the flood, and in 
making expenditures and in doing this 
work ~ry to build the levees .. mmciently 
strong, and make such provision with 
respect to setting them back and estab
lishing flood-cont rol protection as to be 
equal to the exigencies of another emer
gency and disaster such as has lately 
been experienced. 

I thank the Senator, and I desire to 
commend him for the bill. It is very 
timely legislatio.u.. It is greatly needed, 
and I hope the day will soon come when 
we shall have what the junior Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. TRUMAN] referred to 
earlier in the discussion on the measure, 
namely, a broad, all-inclusive flood-con
trol and water-development program for 
the streams of the Nation, not only for 
my State, but for the whole Nation. 
Looking to the post-war era, I think that 
such a program offers one of the greatest 
opportunities for employment and re
habilitation the :r;ration can enter upon, 
because in a period of years it will be 
one which will be justified and self-sus
taining and self -supporting. 

I thank the Senator, and I commend 
him for the legislation he is sponsoring. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, the Sena
tor is very kind in his remarks. He is 
obviously correct, in his conclusion with 
respect to the lands of this Nation, sub
ject to overflow. 

Let me say to the Sen~tor that the 
pending bill is only a drop in the bucket 
so far as the real control of floods is con
cerned. The $10,000,000 provided for in 
the pending bill, as I have previously 
stated, is strictly an emergency appro
priation. However, until the bill bBcomes 
law the Army engineers cannot make a 
single move in the direction of the re
,buHding of the levees, unless they want to 
build them to the same height at which 
they stood in the valleys last year. 

Consequently, as soon as the bill be
comes law the Army engineers will be 
able to lay down their plans and blue 
prints and specifications with respect to 
what should be cione along every river in 
the sections which have suffered the tre
mendous amount of damage from the 
fiood& , 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield further? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. In connection with 

what the able Senator has just stated, 
:Mr. President, I say to him that, as I 
understa'nd his bill, once the bill is en
acted, under its provisions the Army 
engineers will not have to await the ap
propriation, following the bill. The bill 
provides that they may immediately be
gin the work by the use of existing ap
propriations. Is not that correct? 

Mr. LUCAS. I think one of the rea
sons we want to have the bill passed to
day is to have the $10,000,000 included in 
the deficiency appropriation bill which 
now is pending before the Appropriations 
Committee. · 

Mr. McCLELLAN. That would make 
it certain. 

Mr. LUCAS. I think I am correct in 
that statement. 

Mr. OVERTON. That is-correct. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. I certainly hope 

the bill will be passed. 
Mr. LUCAS. One further observation, 

Mr. President, and then I shall conclude. 
As I said a moment ago, the $10,000,000 . 
is only the beginning. It is st rictly for 
an emergency, and, as the testimony 
shows, is about all the engineers can 
spend in an emcient and economical way 
before a long-range, well-defined pro
gram can be submitted. But the record 
should show now-and I know this will 
be done-that an over-all survey will be 
made of every flooded area throughout 
the United States, with the view to at
tempting once and for all to harness the 
waters which come down in the spring
time or in the fall as a result of the heavy 
rains at those times. vVe have done, as 
the Senatqr from Missouri, I think it 
was, stated, a piecemeal job upon the 
flood-control projects throughout the 
country. It will cost no little sum of 
money to do the proper job. But if the 
plan is laid in a way which will take 
care of the future insofar as concerns 
the elimination of the damages which 
frequently occur, the result will be that 
money will be saved over a long period 
of time. Each and every year, as a re
sult of the floods, Congress appropriates 
millions upon millions of dollars-and 
rightfully so-to this or that agency for 
relief for the losses sustained. Vision 
and safety compel me to say that such 
money should be expended for a great 
program of flood relief for the whole 
Nation. 

Such a plan is one matter to which the 
Committee on Post-War Planning, of 
which the able Senator from Georgia is 
chairman, certainly should give a tre .. 
mendous amount of consideration in 
connection with the problem of unem
ployment following the war. 

I desire to take this opportunity to 
commend the Army engineers for what 
they are doing at the present time. 
Many a hole or a gap in the .levees 
through whi~h the water has rushed is 
now being repaired. The Army en
gineers have been able to find a sufficient 
amount of money in the War Depart
ment to enable them to start the work. 
The sooner they can plug the holes and 
let the drainage commissioners or the 
individual land owners have an oppor
tunity to get their pumps in working 
order, so that they can pump the water 
from the drainage districts, the sooner 
will come the tim~ when the farmers, 
even in those flooded spots, perhaps, will 
have an opportunity to plant corn and 
grow a crop, providing the weatherman 
is with us this fall. 

Mr. President, I have said aiT I ii).tencf 
to say on the bill. I think there is no 
objection to it on the part of the able 
majority and minority leaders in the 
Senate. It is a meritorious measure. It 
is vital, and should be passed without 
any delay. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the committee 
amendment as amended. 

The amendment, as amended, was 
agreed to. 
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The bill <S. 1134) was ordered to be en
grossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
"A bill to provide for emergency flood
control work made necessary by recent 
floods, and other purposes." 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre
sentatives, by Mr. McLeod, one of its 
clerks, announced that the House had 
passed without amendment the bill (S. 
1026) to provide for the settlement of 
claims for damage to or loss or destruc
tion of property or personal injury or 
death caused by military personnel or 
civilian employees, or otherwise incident 
to activities of the War Department or 
of the Army. 

The message also announced that the 
House had passed the bill (S. 832) relat
ing to the sale of horse meat or food 
products thereof in the Di~trict of Co
lumbia, with an amendment, in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that 
the House had agreed to the amend
ments of the Senate to the bill <H. R. 
332) to revise the Alaska game law. 

The message also announced that the 
House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagree
ing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 2536) to amend the act entitled 
"An act to provide for the promotion of 
vocational rehabilitation of persons dis
abled in industry or otherwise and their 
1·eturn to civil employment," approved 
June 2, 1920, as amended, and for other 
purposes. 

The message further announced that 
the House had disagreed to the amend
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2869) 
to continue Commodity Credit Corpora
tion as an agency of the United States, 
increase its borrowing power, revise the 
basis of the annual appraisal of its as
sets, and for other purposes; agreed to 
the conference asked by the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and that Mr. STEAGALL, Mr. 
SPENCE, Mr. BROWN of Georgia, Mr. PAT• 
MAN, Mr. WOLCOTT, Mr. GIFFORD, and Mr. 
CRAWFORD were appointed managers on 
the part of the House at the conference. , 

The message also announced Nlat the 
House had passed the following bills, in 
which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H . R. 82. An act to provide for the registra
tion and protection of trade-marks used in 
commerce, to carry out the provisions of cer
tain international conventions, and for other 
purposes; 

H. R. 85. An act tt> amend the act of March 
3, 1927, entitled "An act granting pensions to 
certain soldiers who served in the Indian wars 
from 1817 to 1898, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 2618. An act to regulate the placing 
of children in family homes, and for other 
purposes; 

H. R. 2828. An act to permit certain burials 
in the Scottish Rite Temple in the District of 
Columbia; 

H. R. 2943. An act to provide for the dis
posal of certain records of the United States 
Government; 

H. R. 2988. An act to amend the act en
titled "An act to authorize black-outs in the 
District of Columbia, and for other pur-

poses," approved December 26, 1941, as 
amended; and 

H. R. 3020. An act to authorize the use of 
part of the United States Capitol Grounds 
east of the Union Station for the parking of 
motor vehicles. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The message further announced that 
the Speaker had affixed his signature to 
the following enrolled bills, and they were 
signed by the Vice President: 

S. 217. An act to amend the act entitled 
"An act to authorize the President of the 
United States to requisition property -re
quired for the defense of the United States,'' 
approved October 16, 1941, to continue it in 
effect; 

S. 650. An act to revive and reenact the act 
entitled "An act granting the consent of Con
gress to the State of North Dakota to con
struct, maintain, and operate a free highway 
bridge across the Missouri River at or near 
Garrison, N. Dak.," approved February 10, 
1932; 

H. R. 332. An act to revise the Alaska g13-me 
law; · 

H. R. 1648. An act making appropriations 
for the Treasury and Post Office Departments 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1944, and 
for other purposes; 

H. R. 2397. An act making appropriations ' 
for the Departments of State, Justice, and 
Commerce, for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1944, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 2513. An act making appropriations 
for the government of the District of Colum
bia and other activities chargeable in whole 
or in part against the revenues of such Dis
trict for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1944, 
and for other purposes. ' 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED 

The following bills were severally read 
twice by their titles and referred as indi
cated: 

H. R. 82. An act to provide for the regis· 
tration and -protection of trade-marks used 
in commerce, to carry out the provisions of 
certain international conventions, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Patents. 

H. R. 85. An act to amend the act of March 
3, 1927, entitled "An ac_t granting pensions to 
certain soldiers who served in the Indian wars 
from 1817 to 1898, and for c;>ther purposes; 
to the Committee on Pensions. • 

H. R. 2.618. An act to regulate the placing 
of children in family homes, and for other 
purposes; . 

H. R. 2828. An act to permit certain burials 
in the Scottish Rite Temple in the District 
of Columia; and 

H. R. 2988: An act to amend the act en
titled "An act to authorize black-outs in the 
District of Columbia, and for other pur
poses,'' approved December 26, 1941, as 
amended; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

H. R. 2943. An act to provide for the dis
posal of certain records Qf the United States 
Government; to the Committee on the 
Library. 

H. R. 3020. An act to authorize the use of 
part of the United States Capitol Grounds 
east of the Union Station for the parking of 
motor vehicles; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT APPROPRIA
TIONS 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Pres
ident, I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of House bill 2!?96, the 
War Department appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
bill will be stated by title for the infor
mation of the Senate. 

l 

The .CHIEF CLERK. A bill <H. R. 2996) 
making appropriations for the Military 
Establishment for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1944, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, as I 
.stated earlier in the day, on last Saturday 
I requested that the bill go over until 
Monday, in order that the hearings might 
be printed and in order that Senators 
might have an opportunity to study the 
various provisions of the bill. The Sena
tor from Oklahoma responded to my re
quest magnificently and generously, and 
I join him in seeking to have the bill 
made the unfinished business. I am 
anxious to dispose of it. It is necessary 
to dispose of it. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, today is the 29th of June. To
morrow will be the last day of this fiscn.l 
year. The bill carries some amendments 
which may not be agreed to in confer
ence, and it may not be finally acted upon 
prior to the end of this fiscal year. In 
order that the bill may carry a section 
which will -make it retroactive to July 1, 
and take care of the time intervening be
tween July 1 and the date of its final ap..
proval, I offer an amerdment which I • 
send to the desk. It is the same provision 
which such bills ordinarily carry to pro
vide for the time intervening between the 
beginning of the new fiscal year and the 
date when the .bill is finally _approved. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I am 
not interested in amendments at this 
time. They are not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doe::: the 
Senator from Oregon object to the con
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. McNARY. I do not. I should like 
to have the motion of the Senator from 
Oklahoma acted upon. I join the Sen
ator in the desire that it may now be 
made the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Oklahoma. · 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill <H. R. 2996) making. appropriations 
for the Military Establishment for the 
:fiscal year ending June 30, 1944, and for 
other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair is informed that the committee 
amendments have heretofore been 
agreed to. 

Mr. McNARY. I ::;uggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

'Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will can the roll. 
' The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the 
follovring Senators answered to their 
names: 
Aiken 
Andrews 
Ball 
Bankhead 
Barkley 
Bilbo 
Bone 
Bridges 
Brooks 
Buck 
Butler 
Byrd 
Capper 
Caraway 

Chandler 
Chavez 
Clark, Mo. 
Dar..aher 
Davis 
DoTiney 
Eastland 
Ferguson 
George 
Gerry 
Green 
Guffey 
Gurney 
Hatch 

Hawkes 
Hayden 
Hill 
Holman 
Johnson, Colo, 
Kilgore 
La Follette 
Langer 
Lodge 
Lucas 
McCarran 
McClellan 
McF:uland 
McKellar 

·r 
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McNary Radcliffe 
Maloney Reed 
Maybank Revercomb 
Mead Reynolds 
Millikin Robertson 
Mobre Russell 
Murdock S::rugham 
Murray Shipstead 
Ny3 Smith 
O'D:.miel Stewart 
O'Mr,honey Taft 
Overton Thomas, Okla. 
PepJ:er Thomas, Utah 

Truman 
Tunnell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Van Nuys 
Wagner 
Wallgren 
Wheeler 
Wherry 
White 
Willis 
Wilson 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty 
Senators have answered to their names. 
A quorum is present. 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Oklahoma, 
which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 61, after 
line 17, it is proposed to insert: 

En:c. 22. The appro:t:riations and authority 
With respect to appropriations contained 
herein shall be available from and including 
July 1, 1S43, for the purposes resp~ctively 

·provided in such appropriations and authcr
ity. All obligations incurred during the 
period between June 30, 1943, and the date of 
enactment of this act in anticipat:on of suc:.1 
appropriations and authority are hereby 

• ratified and confirmed if in accordance with 
tha terms thereof. 

-

0~1 page 61, line 18, str:ke out the ..... fig
ure "22" and insert in lieu thereof the 
figure "23." 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Pres
ident, this bill was brought before the 
Senate on Saturday last, and the amend
ments which were recommended by the
subcommittee and later by the main 
committee were adopted. It is probable 
that the bill will not be signer by the 
President until after the 1st of July. If 
that should happen, there would be a 
time gap between the expiration of June 
SO and the date when the bill becomes 
operative. The amendment would close 
that gap, so that if the bill does not be
come law promptly on the 1st of July, 
the beginning of the fi~cal year, the ap
propriations made will be validated from 
that date and the debts which may be 
incurred will likewise be validated. That 
is the reason for the amendment now 
pending before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend
ment oliered by the Senator from Okla
homa. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, before 
any action is tal{en I think it would be 
quite appropriate, ;n view of the history 
made on Saturday regarding this bill, 
which carries a stupendous sum, that the 
able Senator in charge of the bill should 
attempt t. _ least to justify this enormous 
expenditure. I realize that the bill has 
passed the Hause of Representatives, and 
there is always necessity, of course, of 
large e~penditures fer military purposes 
during a period of war, but a sum such as 
$72,000,000,000 is hardly conceivable in 
its magnitude, and but few of us have 
had the opportunity to know what oc
curred in the commi~tee. I am willing 
to trust to the judgment of the commit
tee. I took the record home as printed 
and read it last evening, but I think the 
Senator snould indicate the necessity 
of expending this mountainous sum of 
money during the fiscal year. I am not 

here opposing it; I am only asking for 
some just!.~.ication from the source that 
is in poss -:>s:;ion of the knowledge which 
I seek. I shall have no objection to the 
amendment which is offered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question :s on the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. McNARY. As I have said, I have 
no objection to the amendment. I think 
it is quite proper, in view of the lateness 
cf the day as measured by the termina
tion of the fiscal year, and I am willing 
that the amendment should be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the amendment offered by the 
S~ator from Oklahoma is agreed to. 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 

the S=nator from Oklahoma yield to the 
Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. MALO~""EY. I want to speak in 

c:mnection with the amendment which 
pas just been agreed to. I desire the 
floor in my own right. 

Tl\e PRES!Dll-JG OFFICER. The 
Senator from Connect:cut. 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, this 
is not just the t:me, perhaps, for the few 
remarks I intend to mal{e, but I am com
pelled to attend a SBnate and H·ouse con
ference in a little while, and I desire to 
make a brief statement in connection 
with this bill, which, I presume, is the 
largest appropriation bill in the history 
of the world. Perhaps it will b~ a little 
d·: rocult for the very able chairman of 
the subcommittee to satisfy the inquiry 
of the S~nator from Oregon. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doss 
the Senator from Connecticut yield to 
the S2nator from Oklahoma? 

Mr. MALONEY. Of cour~e. I do. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Th:s 

bill is not so large as the one pr,ssed at 
the last session of Congress. The War 
Department bill passed at the last ses
sion of Congress carried $72,000,000 ,000-
plus; this O!le carries only $71,000,000,-
000-plus. · 

Mr. MALONEY. I apprec:ate the 
correction. !1.1r. Pres~dent, I want to say 
som€thing on the terriffic problem con
fronting the Appropriations Committee. 

I am a member of the Appropriations 
Committee, and I want publicly to con
fess that the work of the committee is 
much too great for me insofar as ob
taining satisfaction is concerned. Mem
bers of the Senate know that the Ap
propriations Committee is divided into 
subcommittees, and at this particular 
time of the session, when we are rushing 
toward the dead line of the fiscal year, 
two or three subcommittees are meeting 
~t the same time. But even if all the 
members of the committee were enabled 
to attend the meetings of the subcom
mittees, I doubt that we could fully meet 
the responsibility which is expected of 
members of the committee. 

I have long urged-and it is for this 
particular purpose that I sp€ak briefly
that the Appropria.tions Committee of 
the Senate, by legislation if need be, 

but certainly in some manner, should 
obtain the permanent assistance ·of ex
perts. It has been my suggestion made 
to the chairman of the committee and 
the acting chairman of the committee 
time and time again, that the office of 
the Comptroller General be requested 
to send us a staff of experts who would 
work with the Appropriations Commit
tee all the time. Frankly, we are not 
able to deal with these tremendous bills, 
because we all have other necessary work 
of the Senate to perform; it is impossible 
to follow the departments throughout 
the entire year, to study last year's ap
propriations with great care, and to 
study the histories of agencies and 
bureaus and departments insofar . as 
appropriations are concerned. We can
not do it, and every member of the Ap
propriations Committee I am sure will 
agree that, to some extent, he is acting 
on faith, blindly supporting in this very 
trying period the requests for appropri
ations submitted by departments, bu
re2,us, and agencies of the Government. 

No Senator is going to vote against 
the very important and tremendous bill 
with which we are now confronted, but I 
em certain that there is waste in it; I am 
certain that there is extravagance in it. 
The Army does not want waste and ex
travagance, and, of course, the Appi·o
priations C.:>mmittee and the Senate do 
not want waste and extravagance; but 
we have little choice, for, in the midst 
of a war, we cannot deny or long delay 
the request of the Department of Vvar 
or of the Navy Department or of any 
other branch of our armed services. I 
think, however, that we cannot much -
longer delay, without a great danger of 
disaster, the acquisition. particularly for 
the Appraopriations Committee, and 
probably for other committees as well, 
the permanent a1:sistance of -experts. 

I have long wanted to ma!;:e the state
ment publicly, as I have made it many 
times in committee, that the committee 
should have the assistance of experts 
from the office of the Comptroller Gen
er:::>.l. 

lVIr. President, while I am on my feet, 
I will take but a moment longer to make 
reference to another all-important sub
ject . . 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Before the Sena
tor leaves the subhct he has been dis
cussing will he yield to me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Connecticut yield to the 
S~nator from Michigan? 

Mr. MALONEY. I yield. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. I should like to 

suggest to the Senator from Connecticut 
that the experience of the Senate Finance 
Committee in a kindred relationship 
wholly justifies the thesis he presents, 
because I doubt whether the Senate 
Finance CommitMe could hope effec
tually to function in respect to the tech
nical phases and the tremendous details 
of taxation legislation if it were not for 
the assistance of the permanent staff of 
the Joint Committee on Internal Revenue 
Taxation. 

Mr. MALONEY. I thanl{ the Senator 
:from Michigan, and if I had not been 
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speaking under the compulsion of haste 
and the need to be elsewhere in a few 
moments, I should have referred to the 
Finance Committee as a notable example 
of what might be done insofar as the 
Appropria.tions Committee is concerned. 

.If, as the able Senator from Michigan has 
just said, the Finance Committee were 
not supported by experts in the field of 
tQxation, I feel-and I say this with an 
appr eciation of the fact that there are 
experts en the committee-that the 
Tree,sury Depar tment would be writing 
our t r:x bills. ItJs a fact-, reluctant as I 
em to admit it, that to a great extent, 
th~ appropriation bills are being written 
c!.Gwntown. The tremendous bill which 
is now pending, insofar as the Senate is 
concerned- and I say this as a member 
of the c:;mmittee-has not been cut one 
pen:1Y. I would net know where to cut it, 
but I cio know, paradoxical as it may 
som~d . that there are instances, many 
of t~;.:m , v-;here, with the aid of experts, 
the bill with which we are now dealing 
could be reduced to a considerable ex~ent. 

I have c'Jncluded wh:1t I wanted to say 
::>,bou~ th::-, t w bject at th's time, but there 
is ~notller matter which is giving me 
gr:::at concern, and has for a long Lime, 
and that. is the need for c. re of the 
civilian popu~ation. Ylhile we are pour
ing out these great sums of mcney for 
the use of our armed forces--and I al
ways vote "yea" on those bills-! fear we 
are neglecting to the danger pJint the 
civili::>n pJpulation of the country. ' I 
have sa'd th?.t time and again on the 
s~nate fl. ::J Jr, but I desire resp:;ctfully to 
issue a further word of warning. 

I h ?..ve in my hand a story which ap
peared in the Washington Star en June 
22, written by Miriam Ottenberg. The 
subiect of the article is Laundries Des

. perate for Help as Dirty Clothes P~le Up. 
That may not excite the interest of many 
people, but the laundry situation in our 
country, and particularly in the war 
areas, is a serious one. It affects the 
healt h, jn addition to the convenience, of 
the people. It will affect men and women 
worl~ing in war p!ants. It is having a 
damaging effect upon the morale of om: 
people, and this is just one example of 
what goes on. 

We were told some time ago that the 
civ~lian supply branch of the War Pro
duct·on Board, given sufficient time, 
woul.d deal with this. subject. That has 
been repeated to me time a:.1d time again 
by repre::entatives of that branch of the 
Governme:'lt. But nothing happens, so 
far as I can see. In my judgment the 
situ~.tion grows worse. 'Ve are approach
ing a great danger. 

I sh::"',ll not longer delay the Senate 
upon the matter now. I ask unanimous 
consent that this artic!e be printed as a 
part of my remarks, and I say to the 
Senate that unl€ss we are extremely care
ful and watchful, and do something about 
it, the forgotten man is coming home. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Connecticut? 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

LAUNDRIES DESPERATE FOR HELP AS DIRTY 
CLOTHES PILE UP-WAR 1').1ANPOWER COMMIS
SION MAKES RECOMMENDATIONS WHILE MA
CHINES IDLE AND SERVICE Is CUT 

. (By Miriam Ottenberg) 
While laundry machines stand idle, thou

sands of Washington residents wait weeks 
for their shirts, suits, and linens because there / 
aren't enough workers to do the job, a sur
vey of laundries by the Star indicated yes
terday. 

Even the largest laundries in the Wash
ington area face a further reduction of serv
ice and may close entirely, unless immediate 
steps are taken to provide· them with workers. 

One laundry reported that if it lost 10 
more workers it would have to shut down. 
The laundry has 2J500 customers. 

Another laundry predicted a "precipitous 
reduction in the amount of laundry that 
could be handled." 

Another called the' United States Employ
ment Service yesterday to say that if it didn 't 
get workers immediately it would shut down 
in 2 hours. A few wo;:kers were s~nt out. 

The United States Employment Service is 
the operating arm of the area War Man- , 
power Commission wh9se responsibility it is 
to see that war industries-and the laundries 
come under that heading-get and l!eep 
workers. The area War Manpower Commis
sion, mean while, have suggested the laundries 
asl{ the War Labor Board to allow wage in
creases and has sent three men into the 
plants to find out the causes of absenteeism. 
It was not until yesterday that the United 
S~ates Employment Service decided to sug
g€st to domestic workers waiting for jobs 
that they try the laundries. 

The laundries fear the withholding tax 
will be the last straw. If they can't get 
wagz increases for their worlters before the 
withholding tax takes effect, they fear many 
of the workers will quit, knowing only that 
there is less in their pay envelope. 

What that will mean in terms of the house
wife who has only so much linen or the man 
who has to have clean shirts to go to work, 
or the hospitals and restaurants was indi
cated by the Star survey. 

WON'T TAKE NEW CUSTOMERS 

Most laundrie.:; will take no new cus
tomers. One plant hasn't taken a new cus
tomer in 10 months. Another turns down 
'500 new customers a week, 30 customers a 
day who actually come to the laundry with 
their bundles of dirty clothes under their 
arms, anti all customers who have used 
the laundry only once every month or 6 
weeks--on the theory that these customers 
have facilities to do their own washing. 
That laundry will tal{e ser--: :::err-en's personal 
laundry but not that of their families. 

Another laundry allow~ its drivers to ac
cept 4 new customers a week, but only if 4 
old customers quit the servicL If 10 quit, 
they can still take only 4, and the new 
customers can get only "thrifty wash"~un
finished garments. 

A number of the laundries have stopped 
dry cleaning entirely or accept only two gar
ments a week per custome~; . Others stop the 
service for 3 to 6 weeks at a time, refuse 
to take all but current wearing apparel or 
refuse- to take rugs, curtains, drapes and 
slip covers, hats, gloves, suede and leather 
jackets, or winter clothing. 

r 'LOST ON LONG SCHEDULE 

On~ or two laundries still return the wash 
a week after it's picked up, but most of 
them are on a 10-day to 2-week schedule 
which sometimes stretches into 3 weeks 
or a month. A number of them have 
stopped picking up the laundry for 2 or 
3 days a week, which makes the unlucky 
housewives wait 3 weeks even to have 
their dirty laundry taken out of the house. 

Two weeks' laundry usually isn't twice the 
size of 1 week's. The housewives in des
peration dig some things they must have out 
of the dirty wash and do the best they can 
with it at home . 

It's a toss-up between taking the gar
ments and household goods that must be 
washed or cleaned and letting it pile up in 
the plants, or refusing tp take it at all. 
Laundries have tried both methods, u sually 
choosing the latter after lofts and borrowed 
space are filled and bundles of clot hes and 
rugs spill onto the floors arounQ. the ma
chines. The work has piled up so that a . 
number of plants are limiting the amount 
they will store. -

If you can persuade a laundry to accept 
the worl{, you may have to wait a month 
for a blanket, 5 weeks fc:: curtains, months 
for rugs and slip · covers. Half your work 
may come back unironed. Eome of it is 
bound to go astray. One llmndry reported a 
200 percent increase in the errors made by 
its inexperienced workers. Several laun
dries said that 5 percent of the linens and 
garments in the family bundles go to the 
wrong people or are lost. On.e laundry said 
that last week alone, in the fiatwork depart
ment, 2,600 pieces in family bundles were 
separated from the bundles and had to be 
traced and sent'cut later. 

I · PRODUCTION DROPS SHARPLY 

Workers who quit, workers who don't 
show up two or three times a week, a general 
shortage of workers explains the story. 

One,plant has 22 wearing apparel presses. 
It is using 4. In the washroom of another 
plant which requires 23 men, yesterday 9 
didn't repcrt at all and 4 more y.ralked out at 
noon. In another plant with 8 shirt units, 
2 are usuaUy idle and t h e teams of 
workers who u~ed to turn out 125 shirts an 
h cur h::tve been replaced by inexperienced 
girls who can't do more than 50. Another 
plant used to finieh 4,300 Ehir:s a week. It 
now turns out 2,500. One laundry had to 
stop t aking white linen suits fer a week be
cause it didn't dare. 

In the marking room of 1 plant, where 
the bundles must_ be given id:mtification 
marks before they go through the machines, 
plant supervisors spent a weelc, working 
nights, to train 10 new operators. At the"' 
end of the week they had 35 girls working . 
On Monday only 23 reported. 

Most plants spend at least an hour in the 
morning juggling their workers from one 
department to another so they will have at 
least a skeleton staff. One plant has in
stalled a public-addfess system to play music 
to the workers. The loud speaker is also 
used to plead with the workers to come back 
to work the next day. 

BONUS SYSTEM TRIED 

To get workers and keep them, the laundry 
owners have tried everything in the book. 
One plant, with a 10-foot help-wanted 
sign in front of it, offers its workers a bonus 
if they will find new employees. Another has 
been spending $1,000 a month on advertis
ing to get worlrers. One laundry even called 
Gali.audet College for handicapped workers 
but was told the students all had jobs. An
other plant has- started sending cards to 
fermer employees begging them to return to 
work. 

An attendance bonus is the method used 
by several plants to cut down absenteeism. 
Until the gas shortage, one of the plants sent 
a worker with nursing experience on a round 
of the homes of girls who hadn't reported 
for work that day. Another plant asks for 
an explanation from the absentee workers 
when they return, if they do return. Some 
plants, incidentally, have a record of un
called-for wages. The workers simply dis
·appeared, 
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An incentive-wage system helps the more 

experienced workers to almost double their 
basic wages. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, when the 
pending bill becomes law, appropriating 
$59,034,839,673 for the War Department, 
and the Navy appropriation bill, already 
passed by Congress but not as yet signed 
by the Executive, becomes law, the esti
mated unexpended balances on July 1, 
1943, according to a statement given tne 
by the Treasury Department, available 
for war expenditures will be $203,782,-
009,264, excluding contract authoriza-
tions. · 

Mr. LANGER. Will the Senator re
peat those figures? 

Mr. BYRD. On July 1, 1943, the un
expended balances will be $203,782,009,-
264. In addition, there are contract au
thorizations not yet appropriated for 
amounting to $24,565,814,717. 

Mr. President, this means that on July 
1, 1943, more than $203,000,000,000 will 
be in,the Treasury, appropriated for war 
purposes, but unexpended, and the war 
agencies of the Government have au
thority to make contract authorizations 
for nearly $25,000,000,000 more. 

From July 1, 1940, to this date our 
expenditures for war activities have been 
as follows: 
F.or the fi~cal y~ar ending-

July 1, 1941 ___________ $6,391,043,165 
......._ July 1, 1942___________ 26, 011, 065, 089 

July 1, 1~43 ___________ 70,219,400,244 

Total _______________ 102,531,508,493 

Therefore we will have in unexpended 
balances more than twice as much as has 
so far been disbursed for our war ac
tivities. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. BYRD. I yield. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. I assume, fur

thermore, that these figures do not in
clude the latitudes available under Gov
ernment corporations? 

Mr. BYRD. The Senator is correct: 
they do not include the expenditures of 
the Government corporations. 

No Member of Congress is more anx
ious than I to give every single dollar 
that is ne0essary so that we may achieve 
an early victory in this war. Appropria
tion bills for war purpcses have passed 
bnth Houses by a unanimous vote. 
Every Member of Congress-in the House 
and Senate-feels, I believe, as I do: 
That we must provide every single dollar 
that is necessary. Up to thls time the 
Congress has accepted, practically with
out change, the estimates presented by 
the war agencies of the Government, but 
in view, Mr. President, of the accumula
tion of these huge unexpended balances, 
it does seem to me that the time has 
come when closer scrutiny should be 
given to the colossal appropriations that 
are now being made. 

We have not as yet reached the level 
of spending $100,000,000,0!l0 a year for 
our war effort. On July 1 we will have 
sufficient unexpended funds to spend 
$100,000,000,000 each year for 2 years, 
even though Congress does not appropri
ate one additional dollar. I understand, 
however, that it is the purpose of the 

administration to ask for additional 
war appropriations during the coming 
fiscal year. Congress is in almost con
stant session. It is anxious to appro
priate every single dollar n€cessary to 
win the war, and an appropriation can 
be passed in a very short time. Why, 
then, is it necessary to have unspent bal
ances on hand to the extent of more than 
$200,000,000,000? 

While it is true that balances are nec
essary in order to take care of actual 
obligations and commitments, yet an 
inve3tigation will, I think, disclose that 
a very substantial part of this 200 billion 
unexpended balance is not obligated by 
contractual commitment'). 

Mr. McCLELLAN. If the Senator_ will 
yield, in that connection I wonder 
whether we now have a special com
mittee of the Senate whicb would be 
authorized to make such an investiga
tion. 

1\fr. BYRD. I was about to refer to 
the fact that the Joint Committee on 
Reduction of Nonessential Federal Ex
penGitures will attempt to make such an 
investigation and ~scertain the facts. I 
think that after July 1 Congress should 
be fully informed as to these facts. 'Ve 
must understand that an allocation of 
funds is entirely different from a com
mitment, as an allocation can be changed 
at the pleasure of the Department itself. 
In fact, practically all these war appro
priations are virtually made on a lump
sum b~sis, and they are . subject to a 
transfer from one purpose to another. 

As chairman of the Joint Committee 
on R2C:uction of Nonessential Federal 
Expenditures, I announce, after consul
tation with a m::tjority of the members 
of the committee, that an inquiry will 
shortly be instituted to ascertain the 
·reason why it is necessary to have $200,-
000,000,000 in unexpended balances on 
hand, in view of the short· time required 
to enact an appropri~,tion for war pur
poses. This inquiry wi!l cover the field 
as to the extent these balances have been 
obligated by actual commitments, the 
extent to which the funds have beeil 
transferred from the purpose covered in 
the appropriation bill to other purposes, 
and other details incident to the need 
for unexpended balances of this mag
nitude. 

Mr. President, the public debt is now 
approaching $150,000,000,000. If not a 
single dollar more were appropriated for 
our w~r expenditures, and if we e~~
pended the $200,000,000,000 in unexpend
ed balances in the next 2 years, after de
ducting the revenue from tax income of 
about $35,000,000,000 a year, the public 
debt would reach $280,000.000,000 with
out further appropriations, but we know, 
of course, thgt great additional appro
priations will be requested in the coming 
year, so it is not difficult to visualize a 
debt far in excess of $3!JO,OOO,OOO,COO, un· 
less greater care is taken in the expendi .. 
ture of these public funds. 

My investigation and observation have 
led me to the conclusion that the war 
expenditures for the production of im
plements of war and for our war prepa
rations have been unnecessarily extrava
gant and wasteful. I realize that war is 
always wasteful, and that we cannot ex-

pect the same efficiency and economy in 
the preparation for war that we can or
dinarily demand in other expenditures 
of government, but after making allow
ance for all this, no informed person,-! 
think, can deny that a great opportunity 
exists for a more economical expendi·· 
ture of these war disbursements. 

As evidente of the confusion that exists 
in the War Department in relation to 
its personnel, on June 8 Judge Robert P. 
Patterson, Under Secretary of War, tes
tified before the Ramspeck investigatmg 
committee of the House to the etiect that 
the V/ar Dzpartme:m could dismiss 10::>,-
000 clerical employees. A few days later 
the personnel dir€ctor of the ·war De
partment appeared before the Appropri
ations Committee, asking for 200,000 ad
ditional employees. Then Judge Patter_
son issued a statement saying that those 
holding positions in the War Department 
need ha. ve no fear that there would be 
an immediate reduction of any personnel. 

This is merely indicative of the gen
eral state of confusion that ex:sts in the 
personnel of tre 'iVar Department, which, 
cf course, is true also of many other 
agencies of the Government. 

In the civilian perEonnel alone of the 
Army and Navy, there is a great oppor
tunity for economy and increased effi
ciency. In tht War and Navy Depart
ments there are 519,438 employees in the 
clerical category. That is to say that 
they are classified as performing clerical, 
administrative, and fiscg,l services:- This 
does not include a large number of 
WAVES, WAAC's, and SPARS that are 
suppo:ed to be do!ng clerical worlt:. It 
does not include any personnel in uni
form in either the Army or Navy that is 
performing clerical work. 
. Not on!y could great economy be insti
tuted wlth respect to these employees 
performing clerical work in the Army 
and Kavy, but there are over 1,200,000 
other civilian employees of the Army and 
Navy, and while many are performing 
essential war service, by a reorganization 
of their activities their number could be 
reduced, resulting in very great savings 
to the Government. · 

There is rio reason, Mr. President, why 
ell these matters should not come under 
the scrutiny of Congress in order to keep 
the war expenditures on the most effi
cient and economical basis possible, and 
a!l th's can be done without in any way 
interfering with the war effort. In fact, 
it should increase its effectiveness. 

At the b2ginning of the v:~ar effort, 
in view of the necessity for creating a 
vast organization for these expenditures,. 
there was some reason for waste and ex
trav~gance, but now that we have en
gaged in the war for more than 18 
.months, it does seem that there could 
b3 a more efficient organization to elimi
natz at least a· part of the waste that now · 
exists in these war disbursements. 

I am not asking that one single dol
lar be curtailed th!A.t is. necessary to win 
the war as quickly as possible, but I 
think the Congress and the people have 
the right to ask that all care and dili
gence be exercised so that these ex
penditures will be made with the utmost 
efficiency and economy. The time has 
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come when Congress should carefully 
scrutinize these war expenditures, not 
for the purpose of creating one single 
obstacle to the· production of the neces
sary equipment for the efficient prosecu
tion of the war or fo1· any other activity 
of our war agencies, but to require in~ 
crea~ed efficiency and great¥: economy 
in connection with the colossal expendi
tures now being made. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, 
on numerous occasions when these stu
pendous appropriation bills have been 
under consideration, I have stated that 
I recognized, as must every other Mem
ber of Congress, the necessity, 'in time of 
war, of the delegation of power by the 
legislative arm of the Government to the 
Executive, but, in my opinion, if Con
gress delegates any more power than is 
necessary, it is derelict in its duty. 
There have been manifestations in recent 
months that the Congress was concerned 
about the growth of executive power, and 
here and there efforts have been made 
to incorporate in appropriation bills re
strictive legislation upon the exercise of 
e-xecutive power. But, Mr. President, 
when we pass these gigantic appropria
tion bills and let huge unexpended and 
unobligated balances pile up, we make a 
farce of other efforts to curtail or restrict 
the growth of executive power, for, after 
all, the great power which the legislative 
arm of the Government has is the power 
over the purse strings. I do not hesitate 
to make the statement that if Congress 
refuses to appropriate another dollar this 
war could be carried on for 2 years with
out any a~tion by Congress. We have 
permitted the control of the purse strings 
to be absolutely taken away from us. 

Mr. President, I, with every other 
Senator, acknowledge that we do not 
wish to take any action which would in 
anywise hamper the conduct of the 
war. I think we can search the records 
of parliamentary bodies in vain to find 
a better record than that of the present 
Congress in its support of the war and 
the unanimity with which the essential 
war activities have been supported by the 
Congress. But, Mr. President, it is not 
wise, it does not add to the efficient ~on
duct of the war, to enable the various 
Government agencies to escape the scru
tiny which they should receive from the 
Appropriations Committees and from the 
Members cf the House and s ·emite. 
They should be required to give a more 
explicit accounting of the manner in 
which they have soent these monevs. 
To do so would, in my opinion, in the end 
save a burden upon taxpayers amounting 
to billions of dollars. 

Mr. President, when each one of these/ 
bills comes before the Senate, brief re
marks are made by a few Senators to the 

. effect that the next time it will be dif
ferent, but it never is any different. 
Each time these measures go through 
without proper scrutiny and without a 
proper accounting being made. We con
tinue piling up billions of dollars in the 
hopper of the executive branch of the 
Government, and every time we do that 
we add to the unnecessary concentration 
of power in the executive arm of the 
Government. 

I wish to say for the purposes of the 
record that I think all the other efforts 
to restrict executive power are futile, 
so long as we continue to pile up huge 
appropriations and permit the mounting 
backlog of billions of dollars which the 
executive branch of the Government can 
spend almost as it sees fit. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield. 
Mr. WHERRY. The fact that these 

_huge appropriations for eXP-enditures are 
made does not justify us in not attempt
ing to hold down smaller appropriations, 
does it? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I was not think
ing so much of our effort to curtail ap
propriations as of the efforts which have 
been made to restrict executive power, 
and of all the speeches which are made 
to the effect that we are going to do this 
and do that in order to curtail executive
power, and then we proceed to pass these 
huge appr9priation bills, and pile up this 
great backlog, and give away the con
trol of the purse strings,-which after all 
.is the only great power which the legis
lative arm of the Government possesses. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, wlll the 
Senator yield for another question? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield. 
Mr. WHERRY. I agree with the Sen

ator absolutely, and i want to thank him 
for his answer to my question; but I 
should like to ask further, what is the 
answer to the requests for appropriations 
which are made to Congress? We are 
now asked to vote for an appropriation 
of $71,000,000,000, \Vithout any considera
tion of the matter on the floor. What is 
the answer? I want to go along with the 
war effort. I want to do my part to help 
do what the senior S=nator from Wis
consin wants done. But are we to make 
the appropriation and then make' in
vestigation, or are we to have cons~dera
tion of the matter first before we pass 
the bill? I understood the senior Sen
ator from Wisconsin to say that we could 
continue the wP.r for 1 solid year with 
the money already appropriated. Is that 
a correct statement of what the Senator 
said? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, 
what I said was a rhetorical statement. 
I do not have the figures before me of the 
money Congress has appropriated. Take 
the backlog of lend-lease, for example, 
take the backlog of any of these appro
priations, and we find that the amount 
of money which has been pilea up is 
simply staggering. 

In answer to the Senator's question I 
think in part the suggestion made by tbe 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. MALONEY] 
is the answer. · I do not wish the mem
bers· of the committee or the able Senator 
in charge of the bill to feel that in any
thing I have said I wish to single him or 
his committee out for criticism. I think 
the Senator from Connecticut'ilas sug
gested one answer to the problem. I 
think the Appropriations Committee 
should have the best permanent staff of 
experts that it can hire, and as many as 

· it needs. It is penny wise and pound 
foolish for the Congress to deny itself the 
n~cessary assistance in the discharge of 

its enormous responsibilities, when we 
grant practically every request of the ex
ecutive departments for any assistance 
which they may require in the discharge 
of their responsibilities. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to go 
into this subject, but I think Senators 
should serve on fewer committees. I 
myself am guilty in that respect. We 
should serve on fewer committees, so 
that we may concentrate on the impor
tant work of one or two committees. 

In my'-Opinion the committee system 
of the Senate should be reorganized. It 
should be streamlined. Some of the 
committees should be reduced in size. 
Let me say that I have written an article 
on the subject, for a current magazine. 
In the article I have tried to set forth 
some of the things Congress might con
sider in an effort to reorganize in order 
to meet the problems of modern society. 

To answer more specifically the Sena
tor's question, because no Senator or no 
Representative wants to be put in ,the 
position of hampering the war effort, let 
me say that I think that in order to make 
an adequate scrutiny of the approp~ia
tions some provision would have to be 
made to give the Appropriations Com
mittee additional assistants, and per
haps · to give it more time, in the con
sideration of such measures. 

I do not wish to be in any wise critical 
·of the branch of Congress at the other 
end of the Capitol; but, Mr. President, 
year after year the appropriation bills 
come to the Senate near the end of the 
fiscal year, with the result that the Ap
propriations Committee of the Senate is 
attempting to ' deal simultaneously with 
several appropriation bills. It is fighting 
against the deadline of the end of the 
fiscal year. Such a situation puts the 
Senate committee at a great disad
vantage; it makes it necessary for the 
committee to do its work hastily and 
under great pressure; and, likewise, it 
puts the Senate itself at a disadvan~age 
in conference with ~the House, because 
the conferees are confronted with the 
deadline of the fiscal year. I wish the 
House of Representatives would send the 
appropriation bills to the Senate earlier, 
so that more deliberate consideration 
could be had by the committee and by 
the Senate, and so that a more satisfac
tory situation would be created so far 
as the Senate ·conferees are concerntd 
in conference with the House. 

Mr. MA YBANK and Mr. TRUMAN ad
dressed the Chair.· 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doe~ the 
Senator yield, and if so, to whom? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield, first, to 
the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, I 
should like to ask the Senator how the 
Finance Committee has gotten along 
with its additional 'employees and the 
additional advice it has obtained from 
the high-salaried, exceilent clerks it has. 
What is the Senator's judgment on that 
point? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It is my opiniOn, 
and I ha·;e repeatedly so stated, that 
neither the able Ways and Means Com
mittee of the House of Representatives 
nor the able Finance Committee of the 
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Senate could successfully handle a tax 
bill without the assistance of the stafi 
of the Joint Committee on Internal Rev
enue Taxation. By legislation a joint 
committee was set up and a stafi was 
created. Recently, as I understand, ef
forts have been made to augment and to 
strengthen the stafi -ef the joint com
mittee. 

If we could have a streamlining and a 
reorganization of the House and Senate 
committees, and then could create sev
eral joint committee staffs for handling 
all important pieces or segments of the 
legislative field in connection with which 
experts could be of great assistance, I 
think the work of both the House and the 
Senate would be improved, and that we 
would be taking a step in the direction 
of modernizing the legislative arm of the 
Government and enabling it better to 
discharge the tremendously added bur
den which has come as a result of the 
war and the industrialization of our 
society. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will 
the S3nator yield further? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield. 
Mr. MAYBANK. I should like to say, 

as a member of the Appropriations Com
mittee and as a member of the subcom
mittee, that I thoroughly agree with what 
the Senator from Wisconsin has said, and 
also with what the Senator from Con
necticut and the Senator from Michigan 
have said, as to the help which, in my 
opinion, the Appropriations Committee 
needs in order to follow through the ap
propriations from year to year. As a 
member of the committee and of the sub
committee~ I desire to say that the dis
tinguished Senator from Oltlahoma has 
done a remarkable job in accomplishing 
what I believe was impossible of accom
plishment, when, 2 weeks ago, the $'70,
ooo,ooo,ooo bill was placed in his hands, 
with the necessity of having it enacted 
into law by Ju1y 1. 

So, while commendmg him for the ex.
cellent work he has done, Mr.. President, 
I believe that if we are to handle such 
matters in a sensible way and for the 
benefit of the country, nothing better 
could be done than to do what the dis
tinguished Senator from Connecticut 

.first suggested and as was later suggested 
by the disting)lished Senators from Wis
consin and Michigan. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Pi·esident, I 
desire to repeat that I hope nothing t 
have said may· be construed as a criti
cism of any member of the Appropria
tions Committee of either House or of the 
combined work of those committees, col
lectively. I am simply discussing. the sit
uation. When we stop to think that, so 
far as I know, with the exception of the 
Ways -and Means Committee and the 
Finance Committee, since the beginning · 
-of the Government, no effort has bee~ 
made to improve the committee organ
ization and to provide the committees 
with the necessary staffs, when we con
sider the tremendous increase in the 
work which has had to be dorie, when we 
consider the tremendous complexity of 
the problems with which we are con-

fronted, I say that we cannot hope to 
m&intain the status and the station of 
the legislative arm of the Government 
unless we have the courage to provide it 
with the necessary assistants in order 
that it may be on some measure of equal
ity in dealing with the executive arm of 
the Government in the important and 
complicated legislative problems. 

Mr. TRUMAN obtained the floor. 
Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the 

Senator yield so that I may ask a ques
tion of the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. TRUMAN~ I am glad to yield. 
Mr. LANGER. Of course, I am not on 

the Appropriations Committee, and I~m 
rather a new Member of the Senate. I 
should like to ask the distinguished senior 
Senator from Wisconsin, in view of what 
he has said, if what he has said is true, 
why should we not cut the $71,000,009,000 
appropriation in half and appropriate 
one-half now, and come back after the 
recess and appropriate the other half? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, 
that would be operating on a very im
portant and complex bill with a meat 
ax. We · cannot afford to take such a 
chance. If such step should be taken, 
it would have to be taken only after 
careful consideration and only after-the 
committee became convinced that what-. 
ever cut was made would not hinder or 
hamper the conduct of the war. 

Mr. TRUMAN. Mr. President, I am 
very anxious to be placed on record as 
endorsing what the Senator from Con
necticut [Mr. MALONEY] and the.Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE] have 
had to say relative to the necessity of 
the Appropriations Committee having 
the necessary experts in __order to obtain 
all the facts in connection with the tre
mendous appropriations which are made. 
The able and distinguished sen.ior Sen
ator from Oklahoma [Mr. THOMAS] has 
done the job almost singlehanded. I 
happen to be a member of three or four 
of the · subcommittees of the Committee 
on Appropriations. It is not at all pos
sible for a man to be in three places at 
once. The special committee which the 
Senate bas authorized, and of which I 
happen to be the chairman, peld some 
very important meetings while the ap
propriation hearings were going on. It 
is not possible for one man, as chairman 
of the subcommittee of the Appropria
tions Committee, to obtain all the facts, 
as.. they should be.obtained; for the in
formation of the Senate. The only 
checlt we have on these expenditures is 
through the right of appropriating the 
money and passing the tax bills to raise 
it. 
L~t year the War Department came 

before the Appropriations Committee 
with an unexpended balance of $35,000,-
000,000. · An effort was made at that 
time to cut the appropriation to the 
point where the $35,000,000,000 would 
be a part of the regular appropriation. 

The Department came back this year 
with unexpended balances of $12,000,-
000,000. The same procedure should be 
followed; but, as the Senator from Wis
consin has very aptly stated, we cannot 
make that sort of a cut with a meat axe. 

We must know all the facts, and we must 
know what we are doing. 

We have spent 2% days arguing as 
to whether $48,300,000 should be spent 
to teach young men to work in war in
dustry plants. Eight or ten years ago, 
under the same policy, we expended large 
sums for relief and rebabilitat;on in the 
same manner that we are now expending 
Army and Navy appropriations. There 
was a great deal of discussion about 
"boondoggling" in connection with relief 
appropriations. All the "boondoggling" 
which was done-if there was any-in 
connection with relief appropriations 
could be completely blotted out by only 
three examples of the way in which the 
Army and Navy handle appropriations 
which we give them without any strings ~ 
attached. They know how to waste 
money better than any other organiza
tion I have ever had anything to do with. 
They do an excellent job on the waste 
side. 

We changed the construction program 
from the Quartermaster Department to 
the Engineer Department of the Army, 
hoping that the engineers would use 
their education and their prerogatives 
to save the tremendous appropriations 
which we were making. It was the duty 
.{)f the Special Cpmmittee of the Senate 
·to Investigate the National Defense Pro-
gram to look into the e~penditure for 
camp construction at Camp Blanding, 
Fla. That was a tremendously wasteful 
project. Then we had to go to Memphis, 
Tenn., · to look at an ordnance plant, 
where the waste was even greater than it 
was at Camp Blanding, 

A week or so ago the committee held a 
hearing in Kansas City in connection 
with an ordnance plant known as the 
Sunflower Ordnance Plant, on which it 
can be consertratively stated that from 
$25,000,000 to $30,000,000 was thrown 
away wastefully, because the checks 
which the engineers are supposed to 
make on these expenditures are not 
made. The engineers claim that they are 
spread too thin, that there are not 
enough men of ability to do the job. 

Tremendous sums of money are being 
expended in the manufacture of air
planes, guns, airplane engines, and al
most e\l"erything else one can imagine. I 
could stand here all afternoon and give 
example after example showing that tre·
mendous sums of money are simply being 
thrown away with a scoop shovel. 

In appropriating money for unlimited 
expenditures, I think the Appropriations 
Committee of the House and the Appro-
priations Committee of the Senate ought 
to have experts ip. their employ, just as 
the Finance Committee, which levies 
taxes to raise the money, has experts. 

I have almost become a pessimist in the 
job which has been given to me. It 
seems that when public funds are to be 
expended no one has any interest in what 
happens to them, no matter what his re
sponsibilities may be under his oath of 
office. I dislike to make such a state
ment, but unless this body and the House 
of Representatives exercise their prerog
atives in connection with the purse 
strings of the Government, much of the 
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"1noney appropriated will be thrown away · 
for no good purpose whatever. It will 
not help the war effort. · We cannot ob
~truct this appropriation, because we 
know that it will be said that we are ob
structing the war effort. 

I desire to offer an amendment to the 
pending appropl\iation bill. If the war 
should suddenly end before all this 
money is expended, I think there ought 
to be a way provided so that the Con
gress could determine whether or not the 
remainder of it should be expended. I 
offer the amendment, which l send to the 
desk and ask to have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Missouri will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. At the proper 
place in the bill it is proposed to insert 
the following new section: 

SEc.-. Notwithstanding any of the other 
provisions of this act, all appropriations 
made or contained in this act shall termi
nate 3 months after the signing of an 
armistice or agreement for the cessation of 
hostilities with all the following nations, 
namely, Germany, Italy, and Japan:' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on· agreeing to the amend
ment offered by the Senator from Mis
souri [Mr. TRtf.M:AN]. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. TRUMAN. I yield. 
Mr. AIKEN. Would the Senator's 

.. amendment apply to the thirty-odd-bil
lion dollars which the Army has trans
ferred to the lend-lease fund under the 
authorization of Congress? As I under
stand,· $32,170,000,000 has been trans
ferred from War Department appropria
tions to the lend-lease fund, of which 
only $4,000,000,000 or so has been spent. 
The expenditure of another $4,000,000,-
000 or $5,000,000,000~ during the year is 
contemplated, leaving more than $20,_-
000,000,000 which cannot possibly be 
spent until sometime in the future. 

Mr. TRUMAN. It applies to all the 
money covered by the $71,000,000,000 ap
propriation. 

Mr. AIKEN. But it would not apply to 
the thirty-odd-billion dollars which has 
already been laid away out of the reach 
of Congress. 

Mr. TRUMAI:Il. I am perfectly willing 
to have it apply to all unexpended bal
ances when the war is over. 

Mr. AIKEN. Does not the Senator 
believe that some steps should be taken 
to recover that money? Although the 
expenditure of the entire amount was 
authorized, it was not necessary that the 
entire $35,000,000,000 from the War De
partment and the Navy Department be 
expended for lend-lease purposes. It 
seems to me that the transfer was made 
so as to put more than $30,000,000,000 
out of the reach of Congress. 

Mr. TRUMAN. I am perfectly willing 
to have it included in this amendment. 

Mr. AIKEN. I wish the Senator from 
Virginia fMr. BYRD], the Senator from 
Missouri, or any other Senator who is 
interested in this question would pre
pare an amendment which would re
cover some of that money and put it 
back where it belongs, and not where it 
can be spent without the Congress know-

/ 

ing for what it is spent, or without its 
being laid away for future use. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for a suggestion? 

Mr. TRUMAN. I yield to the Senator 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Let me suggest to 
both the Senator from Vermont and the 
Senator from Missouri that while it 
would be in order to place a limitation 
on the expenditure of an appropriation 
in a pending bill, any amendment affect
ing, appropriations already made would 
be legislation, and would be subject to a 
point of order. 

Mr. TRUMAN. That is true. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. Pres1dent, 

will the Senator yield? 
Mr. TRUMAN. I yield. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. The objective to 

which the able Senator from Miswuri 
addresses himself is,' of course, a sound 
and appealing one. It is inevitably tied 
up, however, is it not, with the far larger 
problem which we shall confront in con
nection with the liquidation of war con
tracts when the war is over? 

Mr. TRUMAN. That is true. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. If I may borrow 

the phraseology of the Senator from Wis- · 
consin [Mr. LA FoLLETTE] that is another 
problem which we cannot handle with a 
meat axe. It will involve the entire re
conversion program of the United States 
from war back to peace, and it will des
perately involve the entire economy of 
the country during the period of recon
version immediately following the war. 
..._ Mr. TRUMAN. It will be a much more 
difficult problem .than was the problem 
of conversion from peace to war. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. It will be a far 
more difficult and delicate problem. 

Mr. TRUMAN. That is true. . 
Mr. VANDENBERG. And, unfortu

nately, it ll1ay involve just as much 
money. 

Mr. TRJJMAN. Perhaps more. 
Mr. V ANDE]ffiERG. Obviously, ' it 

may involve more time because approxi
mately- 70,000 contracts cannot be ter
minated and liquidated in 3 months .. 
What I am asking the Senator is whether 
a mere arb"'itrary shotgun limitation 
which would suspend all appropriation~ 
90 days after the cessation of hostilities, 
might not impinge upon an orderly and 
judicial settlement of contracts. 

Mr. TRUMAN. Will not Congress be 
in session at that time and will not Con
gress be able to take the necessary ac
tion to meet the situation? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Of course, Con
gress will be in session, and I am quite 
agreeable to having some arrangement 
made to meet it; but I was wondering 
whether the Senator is entirely satisfied 
with the proposal. I concede his very 
great experience with this problem be
cause of his very able chairmanship of 
the committee on investigation over 
which he so spectacularly. presides. I 
ask him whether he woUld be satisfied 
to deal with the matter j~st off ,hand, . 
at a moment's notice, without thm}ting 
it all the way through. Let ~e add that 
I wonder whether the termination of the 
war is not, unfortunately, still far enough 
away so that we have the necessary time 
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to give to the problem the judicial con
sideration it deserves. 

Mr. TRUMAN. The Senator mas be 
entirely correct. I will say now, however, 
that if the committee of which I happen _ 
to be chairman has had any success 
whatever it is because of nine able and 
very distinguished Members qf this body 
who have given me very good advice. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for an inquiry? 

Mr. TRUMAN. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. In reply to the Sen

ator from Michigan, the Senator from 
Missouri has sugges~ect that Congress will 
be in sess~on, and can deal with the mat
ter when it arises. 

Mr. TRUMAN. That is· correct. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, that would 

be a valid argument against the Senator;s 
amendment. · 

Mr. TRUMAN. The Senator just 
stated that the matter woulc! require leg~ 
islative action by both Houses. If the 
amendment is attached to the bill, the 
action of the Congress would necessarily 
be on the basis of the situation as it then 
appeared, provided the war ended before 
the money was expended. 

Mr. BARKLEY. It seems to me it .· 
would have to be on that basis, anyway, 
regardless of whether an amendment is 
tied on to the bill. The purpose of the 
bill is to carry on the · expenditures from 
day after tomorrow until the end of the 
..fiscal year 1944-. 

Mr. TRUMAN. That is correct. 
Mr. BARKLEY. During most of the 

time the Congress will be in session. It is 
quitJ likely that if we have the 2 months' 
·recess which we have been talking about. 
it will be the only recess we· shall have 
within the next year. So Congress will 
be in session most of the time. 

I am wondering if I may reecho the 
fear expressed by the Senator from 
Michigan. .Congress will be in session, 
and will be able to deal with the whole 
subject of conversion and termination of 
contracts, lend-lease rehabilitation, and 
all kindred matters that will cost money 
when*the war ends. If we wish to adopt a 
limitation of 3 months, I wonder whether 
it woUld not be better to wait, and to 
deal with the situation when it arises. 
rather than to put a stop watch on it 
now, and perhaps have to set the stop 
watch ahead considerably when the time 
comes. 

Mr. TRUMAN. We will still have the , 
situation in our hands. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; and Congress 
will be in session, anyway. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. In order to 
terminate the discussion-and I think it 
will terminate it-I suggest that the 

•amendment is subject to a point of 
order, and I make the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair is advised that in the form ·in 
which the amendment now appears it 
has tlle character of a legislative direc
tive, and therefore is subject to a point 
of order; and the point of order is sus
tained~ 
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Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado and Mr. 

THOMAS of Oklahoma addressed the 
Chair. _ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator yield, and if so, to whom? 

Mr. TRUMAN. I yield first to the 
Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. JOHNSON of · Colorado. I think 
it is most unfortunate that the point oC 
order has been made against the 
amendment of the Senator from Mis
souri. In view of what our distinguished 
majority leader has stated, I merely 
wished to suggest that the object and 
purpose of the amendment, as I under
stand, is to put all contractors, everyone 
in the War Department, and all citizens 
on notice that when the war terminates 
the contracts will stop, and the expendi
tures of these moneys will stop. That 
is about the only thing as to which the 
amendment would put them on notice, 
so they could not come here at any t ime 
when Congress attempts to end con
tracts and- say th8tt they did not have 
notice, that they had been"left helpless 
in the situation. The Senator's amend-

• ment would put them all on notice. 
Mr. TRUMAN. The Senator is cor

rect. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Coloracio. They 

could not come in with any excuses of 
that nature. 

Mr. TRill1:AN. That is what I had in 
view when I offered the amendment. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, will the Senator yield? . 
- Mr. TRUMAN. I yield.-

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, I am in sympathy with the 
purposes back Of the amendment which 
has been introduced .and held out of 
order. However, I would say that such 
an amendment could not be adopted to 
the bill in safety. If the amendment 
should be adopted, within 3 months from 
the cessation of hostilities all expandi
tures of the funds appropriated woUld 
cease under the law. No payments could 
be made for any purpose out of any 
money appropriated in t~ bill after SO 
days following the cessation of hostili
ties. That would mean that the War 
Department would have to close in 90 
days. It ·would mean that all our forces 
abroad, wherever they might be, would 
h_ave to be brought back to the United 
States and discharged and returned to 
their homes within 90 days. Of course, 

-that is unthinkable. 
Inasmuch as the amendment has been 

disposed of by the announcement of the 
Chair that it is out of order, there is no 
occasion further to discuss it except to 
say that it involves a matter of very gi-eat 
importance, and one which, in my opin
ion, should have the consideration of the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. TRUMAN. I yield. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 

inasmuch as the matter has come into 
the RECORD during the afternoon, I should 
like to add an observatiOn in order to 
make the REcoRD complete. I am sure 
the able Senator from Oklahoma knows 
that the War Department itself has al-

ready instigated very serious and earnest 
studies of the entire problem of what is 
to happen to war contracts at the con
clusion of the war. The same subject is 
being very intimately investigated by the 
Treasury Department as well as by sev
eral other departments of the Govern
ment. The subject is not being ignored. · 
On the contrary, it is receiving very 
prayerful consideration because, obvi
ously, there will be a terrific issue. 
. The necessity will be that the answer 

strikes an appropriate balance between 
maximum economy, on the one hand, 
and, ·on the other hand, adequate as
surance of the swiftest possible national 
transition to a peacetime economy, 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, I thank the Senator from 
Michigan. 

I wish to make some reference to the 
report which was made by the junior 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BYRDJ. As 
I recall his figures, he niade a statement 
that there now is in e~wess of $200,000,-
000,000 of unexpended balances. An un
expended balance is different from an 
unallocated balance. I ask the distin
guished Senator from Virginia how much 
in the way of unallocated balances we 
have ·at the present time, if he has the 
figures available. 

- Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, that is in
formation which we have not been able 
to obtain. There is an unallocated bal
ance and there is also an uncommitted 
balance, and the two are entirely differ
ent. The committed "balances are those 
under which contracts have been made. 
To say that there are allocated balances 
of funds means that the funds have been 
allocated for specific purposes, and that 
the purposes for which the allocations 
have been made can be changed at will. 
We have been unable to obtain that in
formation. I will say to the Senator from 
Oklahoma that the figures given have 
been obtained from the Treasury De
partment. After making allowance for 
all the bills which have been passed and 
signed, and including the pending one, 
plus the balances already on hand, there 
will be $203,782,009,264 available .for war 
purposes, as unexpended balances. 

The extent to which the funds have 
been allocated or committed is most diffi
cult to ascertain. Allocation means 
nothing. Funds- may be allocated for 
battleships and then spent for some
thing else. When they are committed 
by contractual obligations, of course, that 
is a different matter. I have been unable 
to obtain information as to unexpended 
balances. -

I desire to call the attention of the 
Sehator from Oklahoma to the fact that, 
as I previously explained to him, the 
figures are not for the War Department 
alone, but include all the balances in the 
Treasury for war purposes. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Pres
ident, from the statement by the junior 
Senator from Virginia, I gained the im
pression that the figures he gave related 
to the War Department. . 

Mr. BYRD. No; if the Senator will 
read what I said, he will find that I 
very clearly said that they related to 

all balances in the Treasury for war 
purposes. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Then 
the first pbint of clearahce is that the 
statement made refers to all agencies of 
the Government. That is No. 1. 

. . Mr. BYRD. All war agencies. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 

President, a fund can be considered in 
three groups. First, we take the unex
pended funds in the Treasury. Such 
funds may fall under three possible clas
sifications, first, the funds may be free, 
unallotted., and unobligated; seco:r1d, the 
funds may be allocated but not obligated 
by contract; and, third, such funds may 
be obligated by contract and held ready 
for payment on such contract. The 
Treasury always has vast sums against 
which checks have been issued but which 
have pot been cleared. It is not proper 
to say that because the Treasury has 
funds in its coffers the money has not 
been obligated. If the money has been 
obligated, it means that contracts have 
been made for the expenditure of such 
funds. The Government makes con
tracts for the purchase of suppiies, but 
payment is not made until the article 
purchased has .been delivered, tested, ap
proved, and accepted. Then the pay
ment is made. So it may be that the 
Treasury has millions or billions of dol
lars which have not been actually paid 
out as yet, but the contracts have been 
made, and the goods ar,.e being prepared 
though they have not been delivered, 
and have not been inspected and ap
proved. So the fact that the Treasury 
has a very large sum doe.s not mean that 
the money has not been allocated or 
contracted for. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, would the 
Senator give the information to the Sen
ate as to how much of this fund has been 
placed under contract? He is on the 
Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. THOMAS o( Oklahoma. The in
formation we had before the committee 
shows that $12,500,000,000 appropriated 
heretofore by Congress for the War De
partment have not as yet been allocated. 
That means there have been no con
tracts made for the sum of $12,500,000, .. 
000. All the bal~nce has been placed un
der contract, and the goods are in proc
ess of manufacture. 

Mr. BYRD. Does not the Senator 
make a distinction between allocations 
and commitments for contracts? Allo
cation means to allot . a certain amount 
of money to be spent for a certain pur
pose, say, for the construction of battle
ships, but that does not become an obli
gation until a contn~.ct has been made. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The Sen
ator is exactly correct. The ,Bureau of 
the Budget sets up the allocations every 
year. The Budget Bureau sends to 
Congress, through the --President, the al
locations of funds requested. Then, if 
the funds are appropriated, they are 
appropriated as per the allocations set 
forth by the Budget. There is an allo
cation when the moneys are appropri
ated. They are already allocated, but it 
remains for the contract to be made 
under the allocation. 
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Mr. BYRD. I understand as to that, 

but funds can be allocated without hav
ing contracts made. The point I wish 
to make is that there is a distinct dif
ference between an obligation, which is 
a commitment made by contractual ob
ligation, and an allocation. An alloca
tion simply means that the department, 
in its own right, allocates certain funds, 
for example, to battleships, airplanes, 
or something else. Until they are con
tracted for, the allocations may be 
changed. It is entirely different. I have 
in my hand a statement and I should like 
to have the Senator say whether it is 
correct in respect to the War D_epart
ment, which shows there were unobli
g9.ted balances in the War Department 
of $22,562,000,000 on June 1, 1943. I will 
ask the Senatnr if that is correct. That 
does not include the bill which is now 
under consideration. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, the information before the 
committee wa·s to the effect that the 
Department has $12,500,000,000 unallo
cated and uncontracted and that amount 
of money is carried by the bill as a 
reappropriation. 

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Oklahoma yield to the Sen-
ator from South Dakota? ~ 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield 
to the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. GURNEY. Was it not our under
standing in the committee that the 
twelve and a half billion dollars of un
allocated money was the amount which 
would not be allocated as of June 30, 
1943? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. That is 
correct. 

Mr. GURNEY. The figures of the 
Senator from Virginia were for a date 
30 days prior to the date when the 
twelve and a half billion would be un
allocated. 

Mr. BYRD. My figures were as of 
June 1, 1S43. 

Mr. GURNEY. That is right. 
Mr. BYRD. These figures, I may say, 

came from the Appropriations Com
mittee, and I assume they are correct. 
They show unobligated balances in War 
Department funds of $22,562,000,000. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The 
Government operates on the basis of a 
fiscal year beginning on July 1 and end
ing June 30. The figures placed before 
the committee were of date June 30, 
which will be tomorrow, and tomorrow 
night, at midnig:Qt, our information is 
that the War Department will have 
twelve and a half billion dollars approxi
mately of unallocated and unobligated 
money;- The pending bill seeks to re
appropriate, S:nd when passed it will 
reappropriate, that twelve and a half 
billion dollars. This bill carries, Mr. 
President, $59,000,000,000 of new money 
together with twelve and a half billion 
odd thousand dollars, whicb makes a 
total of seventy-one and a half billion 

dollars. The bill of last year carried for 
this year's use $42,820,000,000, with a 
$29,000,000,000 carry-over for last year. 
• The Congress, however, did not appro
priate that·in the supply bill2 years ago; 
it was the residue of numerous deficiency 
bills. . 

Before the War Department or any 
other department can make a contract, 
it must either have an appropriation or 
a contract authorization by law. No de
partment of the Government can con
tract for any sort of services or goods 
unless it has either the money or a right 
under the law to make a contract. In 
the first days of this war, when we were 
in ·our preparatory stages, the War De
partment had to have money before it 
could contract; so Congress was very lib
eral in making appropriations by way of 
deficiencies. But the bill last year, as I 
have said, carried $42,820,000,000 of new 
money and twenty-nine-billion-and
some-odd-million dollars of reappropri
ations, which made the appropriation 
bilrfor the current fiscal year which was 
passed ·last year total $72,000,000,000. 
This bill is a little smaller and totals 
only seventy-one and a half billion 
dollars. 

Mr. President, the money appropri
akd in the first part of this war was for 
purposes of preparation, very largely for 
construction of camps, the building of 
ordnance plants, powder plants, shell
loading plants, and facilities of that 
character. Those sums totaled quite a 
large amount. Those expenditures are 
practically over. This 'bill carries about 
half a billio_n dollars for the expansion 
of existing ·plants and for the building 
of new plants, vary largely for hospital 
construction. 

I realize that these appropriations are 
enormous, but when we consider the low 
state of the War Department when this 
war struck, perhaps we can understand 
more fully why so much money has been 
required. 

When this war began in 1939 we had 
a Regul~r Army of less than 200,000 men, 
and a National Guard of 200,000 men, 
maldng a total, National Guard and 
Regular Army, officers and all, of about 
400,000. At that time we had not built 
a battleship, a matter which, of course, 
comes under the Navy, for about 20 
years; we had not made a rifle since 
World War No. 1. All the rifles we had 
were the old Springfield single-shot rifles · 
or Enfield single-shot rifles and Krag 
Jorgensens, which were used in the 
Spanish-American War. We had scarce
ly built a machine gun, except for ex
perimental purposes. We had not built 
an antitank gun; we had not built an 
.anti-aircraft gun, it may be said, for 20 
years. The cannon we had, the field 
pieces, were those we got from France 
in 1919. After t._he first World War was 
over, in an adjuStment with France, we 
gave France certain supplies, and took 
over 3,500 French 75 millimeter cannon. 
Those canno_n had wooden wheels; they 
had wooden hubs, wooden spokes, wooden 
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felloes and steel tires. One of those 
cannon pulled behind a caterpillar trac
tor down the road would not last a mile •. 

The committee of the Senate tried to 
provide money with which to modernize 
those cannon, under Senator Copeland, 
at that time chairman of the subcom
mittee. An efiort was made to provide 
money to put rubber tires on these can
non so that they could be taken out on 
the road, or in the field, and put in such 
shape that they could travel 12, 15, 20, 
25, 30, or 40 miles an hour, as they must 
travel in modern warfare. We did not 
succeed in providing the money for that 
purpose. We did provide some money 
to experiment with rubber tires on can

. non. At the time this war began, only a 
few cannon were equipped with rubber 
tires. Now they all have rubber tires. 

We tried to provide some money with 
which to build antiaircraft guns, away 
back yonder unde!' Senator Copeland. 
At one time we had only 45 antiaircraft 
guns in the ·entire Military Establish
ment of the United States. We tried to 
provide some money with which to build 
more antiaircraft guns, and the Senate • 
_said, "No, you cannot have money to 
put rubber tires on cannon, you cannot 
have money with · which to _build new 
antiaircraft guns, because war is over, 
war is a thing of the past. We solved 
that question in World War No. 1, and 
when we won in World War No. 1, wars 
were a thing of history. We are not 
going to have any more war." 

We 'acted in the way I have narrated 
and as a result our regular Military -
Establishment declined to 113,000 en
listed personnely which is all we had in 
1929. I think that in 1930 the number 
was slightly increased. 

Mr. President, I can understand why 
the Congress would not build battle
ships, and would not put rubber tires on 
cannon,.and would not build antiaircraft 
guns, and insisted on keeping the anti
quated rifles then in use. I can under
stand that. The people had been edu
cated to believe that wars were a thing 
of the past, that there would be no more 
war. Therefore, if there would be no 
future need for rifles and cannon and 
antiaircraft guns, why spend the money 
in building them? The people had good 
reason to entertain that thought, be
cause they had been taught to believe 
that that was the situation. 

After World War No. 1 was over a plan 
was proposed for solving international 
problems. The plan was brought before 
the Senate, and, after debate lasting 
many months, it was rejected; the 
League of Nations was not adhered to 
by the American Senate. So the first 
plan for solving international difficulties 
and problems was a failure. 

Shortly thereafter, under a new ad
ministration, it was proposed that a gen
eral disarmament conference be held. 
Mr. Harding, then President, or his Sec
retary of State, Mr. Hughes, suggested 
the disarmament conference. The two 
of them called a general, world-wide dis
armament conference. 

) 

I 
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The conference was held in Vlashing

ton. We took the lead in the disarma
ment program, and as a result an agree
ment was reached whereby Great Britain 
and the United States- should be on a 
parity, and Japan should be at a sub
stantial disparity, and other nations 
should have practically nothing. As the 
result we again thought, the world hav
ing disarmed, and America having taken 
the lead, that there would be no more 
war; so we would sink our ships and 
cease military activities, and Amerioa 
would live up to the program. 

Later, under Mr. Coolidge, there, was 
another .Program for disarmament 
which led people to believe there would 
be no more war. Mr. Coolidge sugg~sted 
that the nations of the world get to
gether and renounce war as a national 
policy. Under the Kellogg-Briand 
Peace Pact practically all nations of the 
world reached such an agreement, and 
we thought again that the world was 
still sane, and that war was a thing of 
the past. 

Mr. President, that was not all. After 
the present administration came into 
power, there was· put into effect what is 
termed the "good neighbor policy." We 
thought we would lead the world to the 
good neighbor policy not only on the 

/ North Americ~n Continent, but in the 
Vvestern Hemisphere, and throughout 
the world. 

It was because of the acts I have men
tioned . that the people understood we 
would have no more international dif
ficulties, and that there was no occasion ~ 
to build a big navy or a big army or a 
big air force. That ·was the condition 
in which we found ourselves in the early 
thirties. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Presi-dent, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. McNARY. I have just entered the 

Chamber and heard the S~nator's recita
tion of history, which is accurate in part 
only. He 'seems to lay all tlie blame on 
the Congress for the necessity of provid
in_g the huge sum of money called for 
in the pending bill, and says that Con
gress is responsible for not having the 
foresight he now has himself. 

I served here during the time men
tioned, during the consideration of the 
League of Nations and the Kellogg
Briand pact, and all the years between 
then and now, and every' day of all those 
years Congress has been fully abreast 
of the situation, even ahead of the ad
ministrations of the War and Navy De
partments. I could cite instances of 
Congress going forward and seeking to 
build up the national defense, when there 
was no unified effort on the. part of the 
War and Navy establishments, or the 

- administration, to go along with Con:.. 
gress. 

I may have misconceived the Senator's 
statement, but, if anyone who served 
here all those years tells me that we are 
responsible for these huge appropria
tions and for not having sufficient fore
sight, but dealt wholly with hindsight, I 

say he does not understand the history of 
the country or know what occurred in 
this Chamber and in the one at the other 
end of the Capitol. 

Mr. President, I did not complain 
about the pending bill. I have tried to 
be helpful in permitting it to come up 
today._ I know there has been much 
wastage in connection with the war ef
fort. No doubt, the committee has done 
the best it could, but it has not the facili
ties or the personnel intelligently to in-' 
quire into the need for all these expendi
tures, and I have not criticized the com
mittee, because I am a Member of this 
body and I should have given more at
tention to it. But I stand here to deiend 
this body, and the Congress as a whole, 
and all the Congresses which have gone 
before since the last war, against a 
charge of dereliction of duty and lack of 
farsightedness and common prudence. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Pres
ident, I was attempting to give a little · 
history and my interpretation of it to 
show why our Military Establishment 
had been permitted to reach such a low 
ebb. 
' Mr. McNARY. I understood that 
thoroughly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from, Oklahoma yield to the 
Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. McNARY. I -beg pardon. I should 
have addressed the Chair. I am con
scious that the rules so provide. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
l\1r. McNARY. I accurately stated my 

views. If the Senator wishes to lug in, 
using his own judgment, a lot 'of what 
is not, in my opinion, accurate history, 
to the effect that Congress is chargeable 
with all the things which have occurred 
in the past, I say that every administra
tion which has been in power since the 
last war, irrespective of political domina
tion, and every Congress, every Secre
tary of War, and every Secretary of State 
and all the personnel of the departments, 
have been equally guilty, if such a word 
may be used~ 

Mr. TE:OMAS of Oklahoma. I take no 
exception to the statements made by the 
Seriator from Oregon. I am showing as 
best I can why we went down to the bot
tom of the barrel. When the present 
war began we had practically no Army, 
not very much of a Navy, and practically 
no Air Force. We had a few airplanes, 
but most of them were not equipped with 
ordnance, and when we got into the war, 
second-hand, through the lend-lease 
program back of England, and began to 
shoot down some of the foreign planes, 
we found that the foreign planes were in 
three particulars better than the Ameri
can planes. We found that the foreign 
planes had leakless gas tanks. It was 
possible to shoot through those tanks 
with a machine gun, and the tanks would 
not leak. We had no American plane 
with a leakless gas tank. That was in
feriority No. 1. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

-· 

Mr. WHEELER. \Vhat the Senator 
has said is true. Almost all the planes 
we had when we entered the war were 
not fit for overseas service. Some did 
not have sufficient fire power. Some did 
not have the self-sealing gasoline tanks. 
Some of them were , not equipped with 
armor plates. I could not quite under
stand why the War Department did not 
order placed in the planes which were 
then being built these three essential 
items necessary for overseas fighting. 
Subsequently -our planes were provided 
wlth all three. The fact that planes were 
built without these three essential items 
was not the fault of Congress. The 
Congress appropriated the money and 
when planes were built it was a ques
tion for the War Department to decide 
whether they should contain self-sealing 
gasoline tanks, sufficient fire power, and 
proper armor plate. Whose responsi
bility w.as that? Gongress appropriated 
the money, but the War D~partment 
ordered the building of the planes. 

Mr. President, it will b~ remembered 
that Secretary of War Stimson said early 
in the war that we had approximately 
4,000 planes which were fit for overseas 
service. Notwithstanding that state
ment, I was reliably informed that we 
did not have a single solitary plane fit 
for overseas service, because our planes 
were not equipped with these three 
essential items. -

I was criticized for making a statement 
to that effect, but when I wrote a letter 
to the Secretary asking him if the figures 
which I gave with respect to the number 
of our planes which were fit for overseas 
duty were substantially correct, I re
ceived no answer. 

When the War Department gave out 
the statement to the effect that we had 
4,000 planes fit for overseas service, the 
truth is we did not have a single, soli
tary plane which at that time was 
equipped with all three of the essential 
items which the military experts said 
were necessary for overseas duty. It was 
not the fault of Congress that we did not 
have efficient planes. Someone in the 
War Department was to blame, because 
in ordering the planes built the three 
items-self-sealing· gasoline tanks, pro
tective armor plate, and sufficient fire 
power-were not included. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I thank 
the Senator from Montana for his state
ment, which reinforces my argument 
that when we began the war we did not 
have very much in tlie way of planes fit 
for overseas service. · 

Mr. WHEELER. That is correct. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Secondly, 

our planes were deficient in the matter 
of armor plate around the pilot. When 
we began to shoot down the planes of 
our enemies we found that the pilot was 
surrounded by armor pia te so thick and 
so tough that an ordinary rifle bullet or 
machine-gun bullet would not pierce it. 
Our planes were not so equjpped. 

In the third place, we found that the 
planes we shot down had larger and more 
powerful machine guns than those placed 
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in our planes. So we had to rebuild our 
planes after the war began. That meant 

_that we had to start from the ground. 
That is the reason the war has cost us 
so much money to date. 

We started without proper informa
tion, without properly trained men, and, 
of course, without money. The reason we 
did not have the money necessary for 
building proper equipment and muni-' 
tions is a simple one. The people back 
home would not permit their Senators 
and Representatives to vote huge sums 
to construct battleships, to build planes 
and cannon, to put rubber tires on sec
ond-hand cannon, or to make new rifles. 
VV'hy? Bzcause they 'had been educated 
to the belief that there would be no more 
war, and since they believed there would 
be no more war, why should the Gov
ernment snend multiplied millions of 
dollars to build up a great military es
tablishment. 

Mr. President, I am not criticizing the· 
Senate, neither am I criticizing the other 
House of Congress. I am simply giving 
for the RECORD, as I understand, the co~'l
dition which underlies the failure of the 
Congress to act, · which was because the 
people back home would not permit their 
Representatives in the Congress to act. 
Representatives , in Congress must go 
home horne every 2 years to report to 
their co:Jstituents, and every G years Sen
ators must answer to their const ituents 
at the polls. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. The situation which 

the Senator describes · as prevailir~ in 
this country is one which prevailed in 
all the democracies. As a matter of 
fad, when attacked, even those closest 
to the scene of the danger were not ready. 
France thought she was ready because 
she had the Maginot Line, but she was 
not ready. England had no Maginot 
Line, but she had the English Channel 
between her and her enemies. But 
neither England nor France were ready, 
although the , danger of attack upon 
Europe was imminent from almost the 
very day that Hitler took power in Ger
many in 1933. 

The democracies of Europe did not 
want war. Their people did not want 
war. Because they did not want war 
they did not believe there was going to 
be war. The fact that all the nations, 
as the Sena-tor said a while ago, had 
signed treaties outlawing war, abolishing 
war as an instrument of national policy, 
led the people to believe that there would 
be no more war, because they believed in 
the sincerity of the governments, r65 or 
more of them, which had signed the va
rious treaties which would abolish war. 
It was not strange that the people be
lieved there would be no more war. 
Their governments had done everything 
possible, as they thought, to guard 
against future wars by means of treaties 
which were signed. There were many 
kinds of treaties sig·ned, not only the 
Kellogg-Briand Pact, but the Lacarne
Nine Power pact and all the others of 
them. Without intending to lull the 

people into a sense of false security, 
what had happened in the international 
field had lulled them into a feeling of 
security because they thought war hatl 
been abolished. 

Some of the nations that signed the 
treaties abolishing war, including Ger
many, Japan, and Italy, proceeded se
cretly to prepare for a war which they 
were planning to bring on, and it took a 
long time for the people in the democra
cies to wake up to the situation. 

What happened in this country was 
no different, except in degree, from that 
which happened in all the democracies. 
It has always been an amazing thing to 
me that the nations in Europe which lean 
right up against Germany, seeine what 
was going on in Germany, did not pre
pare adequat ely to meet the danger they 
faced, but it was, I think, because the 
people of those nations-and that is also 
true of the people of this country-felt 
that if there was going to b2 no more 
war-a condition which had been guar
anteed, so they felt by the signing of vari
ous nonwar treaties-there was no need 
to .spend billions of dollars in preparation 
for some~hing they hoped and believed 
would not happen. 

Mr. Pi·esident, it may· be that that is 
the fault of democracies. It may be that 
no <.iemocracy can always be ready, 
armed to the teeth, and in all likelihood 
it could be said that if a country were 
armed to the teeth, ready for war, it 
wou!d -not be a democracy. Therefore 
such a situation has its compensations. 
No political party is to blame, no admin- 1 

istration is to blame, no particular 
branch of the Government is to blame. 
It is a condition which existed among the 
peoples of all the free nations of the 
world, because they did not want war, 
they aid not want to believe there ·would 
be war, and therefore they did not get 
reac~y for it. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I concur 
in what the Senator 'from K~ntucky has 
stated, and thank him for his contribu
tion to the discussion. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. 
President--

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. LA 
FoLLETTE in the chair) . Does the Sena
tor from Oklahoma yield to the Senator 
from Colorado? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. There js 

another compensation which I think 
should be men.tioned. I agree with the 
S:mator from Oklahoma in his statement 
that we started from scratch, but I say it 
was a . good thing we did start from 
scratch, because had we spent hundr~ds 
of billions of dollars in building tanks, 
guns, and other equipment used in war
fare, we would have been compelled to 
junk everything we had prepared, be
o-:mse everything we then built would to
day be obsolete. Everything we had at 
that time is today obsolete. We are not 
now building any such guns as we would 
have built in 1938 or 1939. We are not 
now building any such planes as we 
would have built at that time. The 
planes built at that time are today ab-

solutely obsolete. The same thing is 
true with respect to tanks. As a mat
ter, of fact oi)lY recently we changed 
the type of tanl{S being built so that thex_ 

/ would not be obsolescent. , 
Had we spent two or three hundred 

billion dollars in fmilding equipment. 
munitions, and supplies, all we could do · 
with them today would be to junk them. 
We could not use them in this war. S0 
it has been a very fortunate thing that 
we started from ~cratch. ' 
• Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I thank 
the S3nator from Colorado. 

bet me remind the Senate that r..ot
withstanding the fact that the United 
States is a grea~ p3aCc-loving country, 
we have had on the average a war every 
25 years sincet;he country was formed. 
The Unit ed Stat2s was born in revolu
tion, in 1776, when we engaged in th~ 
first war on a large scale. After the 
Nation had been formed we thought y;e 
were through with war, but that was a 
fallacy. Not 25 years thereafter we 
were engaged in a war, the Vilar of 1812. 
That was not our last war. In 1845 we 
had the Mexican War. That was not 
our last war. 'Fhen we had the War be
tween the States in the sixties. Then 
25 ye;?-rs after 1h~t we were eng~ge1 
in the Spanish-Americ:::.n War, in 1333. 
Then almost 25 years ago w~ were en
gaged in World War No. 1, and now in 
1943 we have been enGaged for almost 
2 y;.:ars in another World VVar. 

Every 25 years t.his country has found 
itself i11 a conflict. Naturally, I am 
hopeful that t i1e present one will be 
the l8.st. Twenty-five years ago cur 
people believed V/orld War No. 1 wculd 
be the last one. _ As I tried to say a 
while ago, the reason why we were not 
prepared was because of the conviction 
among the people that wars were a thing 
of the past, and that the world had so 
progressed in civiifzation that if interna
tional troubles did come a way would be 
found to settle them without resort to 
arms. 

Mr. President, the pending bill appro
priates a great deal of money. I am not 
sure that I am prepared to answer a.ll the 
questions which might be propounded 
relative to it. 

The appropriations fall into diff"erent 
categories. A few days ago the Senate 
passed the Navy appropriation bill pro
viding $24,000,0CO,OOO for the purchase, 
among other things, of 27,000 airplanes. 
The pending bill provides for the pur
chase of 100,000 airplanes. OI course,' 
the planes are very expensive. The 
largest single item in the bill is that for 
the purchase of the ·100.030: airp!.aces, 
which will cost an estimated· sum of $2.0,-; 
600,006 .. 000. Tl:}at itself is a very large 
amount. 

The next largest item in the bill is for 
the Ordnance Department, which 
amounts to about $15,000,000,000. Of the 
$15,000,000,000, $8,000,000,000 is for the 
purchase of ammunition, alone. That is 
a very considerable sum. 

Then, of course, the bill carries smaller 
amounts. I shall discuss these very 
briefly. 
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Mr. HILL. Ur. President, w.ill the 

Senator yield so that I may ask a ques
tion relative to ammunition? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahama. I am 
very glad to yield. • . 

Mr. HILL. I was very much mter
ested in reading in the newspapers the 
other day that in 1 hour 's time our forces 
dropped on tne Island of Pantelleria a 
greater -tonnage of bombs than the Japs 
dropped on Corregidor during the entire 
6 months of the sieg€ of Corregidor. 

Mr . THOMAS of Oklahoma. I thank 
the Senat or for his suggestion. 

Mr. HILL. Of cours€, as the Senator 
knows, it did not take 6 months to take 
the Island of Pantelleria. 

Mr. THOMAS of 10klahoma. Mr o:
President, of cJurse, those ip charge of 
our war effort are attempting to do all 
they can to bring the war to a conclusion 
by means of the use of airplanes, because 
that weapon is the most powerful and the 
least expensive, both in manpower ,and 
money, which can be used. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. LUCAS. Does the' evidence before 

the committee disclose the number of 
planes we are actually making each 
year? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Yes. 
Mr. LUCAS. I should like to know how 

many planes we ar,e making. Can the 
Senator give me that information? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The num
ber of planes built last year totaled ap
proximately 60,000. That was an aver-
age of 5,000 a month. , 

We are now making planes at the rate 
of 7,000 a month. Next month the rate 
will be 8)00; and by the end of the year 
it will be approximately 11,000 or 12,000 
a month._ 

Mr. LUCAS. I presume that includes 
all types and kinds of airplanes; does it? 

Mr. THOMAS of Ok!ahoma. That is 
correct. We are makin_g three principal 
types of planes: Fighter planes, bomber 
planes, and transport planes. The bill 
carries an appropriation for the building 
of 100,000 planes, and that number is 
divided into 38,000 fighter p:anes, .. 36,000 
bombers, and 21,0DO t ransport planes, at 
a total cost of $20,600,000,000, or an aver
age cost of $200,000 each. Of course, 
the small, fast fighter planes do not cost 
that much; they are comparatively 
cheap. The enormous four-engine 
planes cost up into the hundreds of 
thousands of dollars. 

Mr. LUCAS and :Mr. McNARY ad
dressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. LA 
FoLLETTE in the chair) . Does the Sena
tor from Oklahoma yield, and if so, to 
whom? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield 
first to the Senator from Illinois, and 
then to the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. LUCAS. · When the Senator makes 
the statement that we shall produce 
8,000 planes next month, does he mean 
that the planes will be complete in every 
detail and will b.e ready to take off, pro
viding we can find the pilots to fiy them? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Yes. 
\Ve are training the pilDts, and we have 
the pilots available as fas.t as the planes 
are brought into production. The pro· 
grams are- going along uniformly, and 
there is no bottleneck now with regard 
to either the making of planes or the 
training of p:lots. The program is in a 
sa~isfac~ory condition. 

Mr. LUCAS. I tbank the Senator, be
cause I was interested in the matter of 
completion of the planes. There was a 
rumor sometime ago to the eff.~ct that, 
while we were producing at the rate of, 
let us say, 8,000 planes a month, yet 
mmewhere alon-g the line there were bot
t lenecks which were preventing the com
pletion of the planes before they were 
ready to fly, either as figh ter, bomber, or 
t:::~nsp~y;:t planes. I am glad tliat is not 
true. As I understand, the S::mator's 
sta~ement is that it is not true. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. That is 
correct, in the main. I shall have to. 
qualify the ~tatement slightly. There 
is the complaint that some of the men in 
the factories are not so busy as they 
might be, that they are smoking cigar
ettes and are sitting and standing 
around without anyth:i.ng to do. Occa
sionally that happens. A f~wtory mak
ing planes is organized, and one group 
will be doing one thing on the planes, 
ar-d another group will -te doing some
thing else on the planes, and each man 
is a specialist in his own line. A number 
of the factories depend upon par~s com
ing in for the planes. If, for example, 
some of the electrical gadgets are not . 
available for the planes, the crew that 
installs such gadgets has nothing to do 
until the parts are available. Not know
ing when th€ parts will arrive, the man
agement keeps the men there so that 
when the parts do arrive the men may 
be assigned to the task o! installing 
them. Occasionally, men are not kept 
busy because of the fact that the parts 
have not yet reached the plant. 

I am glad to yield now to the Senator 
from Oregon. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, inas
much as the Senator is discussing the 
cost of planes, will he place in the REc
ORD or will he state at this time the cost 
of a flying fortress? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I shall 
be glad to do so. 

Mr. McNARY. Does the Senator have 
the information available for the RECORD 
E.t this time? 

Mr. T:i:IOMAS of Oklahoma. No; I d:) 
not. The cost of a Flying Fortress var~es 
from time to time. F!ying Fortresses are 
becoming cheaper, I will say, because of 
better fa~ilit~ es of production. 

Mr. McNARY. I had the impression, 
probably formed some months ago, that a 
Flying Fortress cost approximate:iy half 
a million dollars. Is that figure in the 
vicinity of the actual cost? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Yes; that 
is approximately correct. ' The reason 
why the planes cost so much is that when 
a plane is made, it immediately is out of 
date. Whenever a plane is completed, it 
might be .said that it is almost out of 
date, because after its manufacture has 

been started and completed, the engi
ne::ers have advanced ideas and improve
ments, so that the next plane or the next 
number of planes which are made, em
body improvements which make the 
planes previously completed second-rate, 
we might say. The factories are making 
larger planes, more efficient planes, with 
planes more powerful and faster engines 
and with heavier ordnance-the cannon 
and guns. Some of the planes carry guns 
t bat shoot a 3-inch shell. Not many of 
them do, and they may not be really effi
cient but, nevertheless, the planes are 
now carrying larger cannon. 

The F~nance Service of the Army will 
receive, out of the appropriation carried 
in the bill, approximately $12,800,000,
()00. That is to pay the officers and en
listed personnel their salaries. 

TI1e food for the Army for the next 
year will cost an estimated $2,509,000,000. 
That is at an estimated rate of 72 cents 
a day a man for subsistence·. 

T'ne bill carries for the item of clothing 
the sum of approximately $2,250,000,000. 
For the item of transportatioh an appro
pr:ation of $1,500,000,000 is made. 

Mr. President, I may state for the 
RECORD that in the Army there are now 
approximately 7,000,000 men. By the 
end of the present year, if our plans do 
n ::. t miscarry, the Army will total 8,200,-
00J men, whkh is the maximum size to 
which it is planned to buiJd up the Arn:y. 
Of course, from then on the question wJll 
be purely one of maintenace. That is 
the s:Ze to which t-lle .m!litary authorities 
want to develop the Army, and from then 
on the question will be one of keepjng 
the An~y as near that size as possible. 
It is thour-ht that an. Army of that size 
can do the job which must be done. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. LUCAS. I should like to have the 

S:mator repeat th~ figure he just statE'd, 
because it is interesting. He referred to 
the number of men the Army has agreed 
upon as the maximum. ' 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. By the 
end of 1943 $e shall have in the armed 
forces, on the Army side, which embraces 
the Air Corps, 8,200,000 men. 

Mr. LUCAS. Am I to understand that 
that figur_e is for the _Army alone? 

Mr. THO MAE of Oklahoma. For the 
Army l>.nrt the A~r Cm·ps. 

Mr. LUCAS. For both the Army and 
the Air C0rps; is that correct? 

Mr. THOMAG of Oklahoma. Yes. 
l\1r. LUCAS. Am It::> understand that 

that is the maximum number of men the 
Army feels it can obtain and efficiently 
equip and operate, so far as the total 
population of the country is concerned? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. That is 
the judgment of those in authority with 
respect to the size of the Army, which 
embraces the ground forces and the Air 
Corps. The figure is 8,200,000. If we add 
to that the Navy, which embraces the 
Marines and the Coast Guard, the total 
i;:; a little less than 11,000,000. That is 
the-total of the armed forces expected to 
be in service at the end of the present 
calendar year. 
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Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will the 

Senator yield? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. HILL. As I understand, the figure 

8,200,000 is the over-all figure for the 
Army, including both enlisted personnel 
and officers. There will be about seven 
and a half million enlisted personnel, and 
th.A remainder will be officers. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. That is 
true. It also includes the Women's Aux
iliary, called the W4,AC. It is planned, 
if possible, to increase that organization 
to 150,000. 

Mr. HILL. It now numbers about 
6,'),000. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. It now 
numbers a little more than 45,000. It is 
being rap,i.dly expanded, and it is hoped 
that it may be increased to 150,000 by the 
end of the calendar year. 

Mr. President, I believe that completes 
what I have to say. I wish to place in the . 
RECORD at this point a statement show
ing the enlisted strength of the Army 
from the year 1930 tp the present time. 

There being no objection, the table w..as 
ordered t o be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

Enlisted strength of the Army 

Fiscal year 

1930 _____ _ - - ----- - - - - - - --------193L _. _. __ ___ ___ • ________ ____ _ 

1932_ - - -- ---- - - -- - ------ - ---- - 
] 933_- --- -- - -- -- --- - ------ - - - --
1934 ____ -- ---- - - - ---- --- -- ---- -
1935_ - - --- - - - --- ---- - - -- - --- - -
] 936_-- - ---- -- ---- - --- - --- -- ---
1937 __ ______ ___ __ --- - - --- --- --
1938. · - -- - -- -- - - ------- -- ------
1939 __ __ __ -- - -------------- - -- -
] 9il0 ___ __ --- -- - ---- - - -- --- ~ ----
] 941_ -- -------- - --------------
] 942_-------------- ---------- ---
1943 __ - - --- --- ---- -- -- ---- - ----
1944_. --- - - ------- ___________ :-

lApproximate. 

Authorized 

125, 195 
125, 195 
125, 195 
125, 195 
125, 195 
125,165 
171, 415 
171, 415 
168,415 
171,415 
245, 41 3 

1, 500,000 
3, 100, 000 
i, ooo,coo 
7, ·533,000 

Actual 

124,-301 
125,407 
119, 913 
121, 788 
123, 823 
125,098 
153, 212 
164,993 

g~:M}-
249,441 

1, 361,658 
2, 000,000 

16, 5oo,ooo 
17, 533, 000 

The fi rures for the fiscal years 1930 to }941, inclusive, 
include. Philippine Scou ts. 

'l'hc tlgnn's for t he fiscal years 1942 to 1944, inclusive, 
are based on avehlge figurt!s and an: exclusive of Philip-
pine Scouts. -

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Follow- · 
ing that, I desire to place in the RECORD 
a statement showing the appropriations 
made ,for the tsupport of the Army, be
ginning with the year 1930 and ending 
with the pending bill. 

There being· no objection, the table 
was ord&ed to be printed in the REc
ORD, as follows: 

St atem ent of wm· Department appropriations 

Appropri3.t:cd by Congress 

Fiscal year 
Rcqn~strd hy 
·w ar Depart

ment 

Apr.roycd by 
the Bureau of 
. the Bud~ct W ar Depart· I Emrrgency 

ment m ilitary funds and other 'fotal 

' appropriations allocations 

1930 _-- - - - ----- - _______ : __ -- -- _:_ 
1931 ___ __ _________ _____ ______ --- -

1£32_- -- - - - - - - --- -- --- - ---- --- ---1£33 ____ _______ ___ ______________ _ 

~~~= = =-===== ~== == === === ====== ==~ 
1936.- -- -- -- - - ----------.--------
1937---- - - ------ --------·--- ------
Hi38 ____ _ _. ___ ------- - ------ -· --- -
1939_- - ----- - ----· -------------. 
1940.---------------- - ---------- -

*349; 986, 426 
362, 382. ()69 
351, 304, 2£14 
331' 243, 7!<3 
277, S09, &74 
301\. 211, rm 
361, 351, 11'-4 
467, 022, t 15 
459, 6.16. 768 
597, 622. r!!g 
Il l S, 318, 325 

SS2"S, 727. 11\4 
247. 2!!9, 1R5 
343, 170, 81 0 
316, IUS, 110 
';.77, 746, ~1 
285, £CO, 15S 
331, fi47, 'ii7 
3R5, 188, l 03 
4Hl, ~08, 336 
[45, 143, 122 
839, 322, 260 

~ 332, 114, 8!l!l 
· 340, 97H, 179 

338, 920, 916 
304. !!«~] ' 492 
'i71 ' 066, 381 
280; !'li2, OP.4 
35f, 538, :.:04 
Z88, 244, 859 
417. 985. 029 
531 . COl, 997 
851. 618. fi lO 

s:s.~ . 062,913 
12, 471. E01 
18, 778, O.'iS 
27, 866,S83 
!iO, 353.707 

120. 220, 196 
49, Sl4, 672 

~-332. 114,899 
34fi, 079, I i 9 
33S. 920,916 
304. Ufil , 492 
3o2. 12\J, 294 
293, 3.33. 895 
374. 316. 2(i2 
416, 111, 442 
468. 338, 736 
651, 222, 193 
£01, 133, 282 

Total ' military appropriations: 
Fiscal year: 

1941 ________________ $8,480, 594, 407 

1942---------- - ----- 75, 462,E93,587 
Cont ract authorizations: 

1941_ _____________ _:_ 5, 006,589,651 
1942________________ 183,145,695 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, wlll 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD. · Will the Senator 

include in the REcORD a full statement, 
showing not only appropriations, but the 
amounts requested, and the amounts ap
proved by the Bureau of the Budget? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Yes. 
That is in the printed .statement. The 
statement which I have put in the REc-

ORD show.s the three items. -
Mr. -SHIPSTEAD. I find from that 

statement that the Congress has approved 
appropriations practically equal to the 
total requested by the War Department~ 
in the 10 years, 1930 to 1940. Congress 
could not be as well informed about. what 
was needed for armaments as was the 
Army; but this record shows that Con
gress responded very well to the requests 
of the Army. So it cannot be said that 
Congress was not dil:gent in voting· the 
funds. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I think 
the Senator is correct in his analysis of 
the situation. " 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD . . I haye before. me 
the totzJ of the appropriations for the 10 
years. The total is approximately four 
and a half billion dollars. There ought 
to have been some money for airplanes 
in that sum. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Until 
the war broke out in Europe in 1939 this 
country was not much interested m mili
tary activities. Even after the war 
broke out in Europe, still we were not . 
very much interested. It took Pearl 
Harbor to arouse America to the situa- ' 

. tion. , 
I think it might be well at this point 

to place in the RECORD the .statement 
that on two occasions we came to the 
verge of annihilation. If Germany had 
fQllowed through at Dunkerque; if Ger
many had had some ships to follow .the 
evacuation of the British Army across 
the channel, and had moved across the 
channel, England would have had prac
tically no defense. In . the opinion of 
many, England would have fallen. If 
England had fallen in the spring of 1940, 
Germany . could . have . acquired ' the 
French Fleet. No doubt it could also 

have acquired the British Fleet. With 
the British Fleet, the German Fleet, the 
Italian Fleet, and the French Fleet, it 
could have moved across to Canada. 
Canada had no defense whatever. With 
bases in Canada, and with her well
equipped war machine, Germany could 
·have moved down on the United States. 
At that time we had practically no de
fense. We could not have defended our
selves, and could not have prevented an
nihilation and eventual capture. In all 
probability that would have meant that 
the German flag would have been flying 
over America long before this. That is 
item No.1. 

When Japan attacked Pearl Harbor 
80 percent of the fighting power of the 
Pacific Fleet was destroyed or put out 
of commission. If Japan had known 
what she could have done at Pearl Har
bor, and had had her fleet in the ocean 
a few miles away from Pearl Harbor, 

. she could ha.ve moved in. Our planes 
in Hawaii were practically all destroyed. 
There .would have been no defense from 
planes, and no defense from ships, be
cause 80 percent of our ships were out of 
commission. With our Pacifi<! Fleet out 
of commission, and no planes in that 
area, Hawaii. would have fallen. Japan 
could hav-e taken· Hawaii, used it as a 
base, and moved across the Pacific ,to 
our western coast, where we had little 
defense. The Japanese flag might have 
been flying in America long before this . 

Mr. BONE. " Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield 
to the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. BONE. In the discussion of this 
military bill, nothing has been said 
about the Navy, except some rather 
vague allusions. If the Senator has no 
objection, I should like to put some fig
ures into the RECORD at this point. They 
may be of interest. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I have 
no objection. 

Mr. BONE. The Navy has not been 
st arved for appropriations. In 1933 
there was made available to the Navy 
an appropriation of $334,427,692; in 
1934, $572,834,079; in 1935, $371,507,1-37; 
in 1936, $498,565,826; in 1937, $559,134,-
532; in 1938, $558,207,435; , in 1939, the 
year the war began, the Congress made 
available to the Navy $656,888,908; in 
1940, the year following the declaration 
of war, Congress made available to the 
Navy $1,050,149,570. The total for 1941 
was $5,366,021 ,065; for 1942, $26,235,661,-
843. The appro'J)riations for the cur
rent fiscal year . are $25,800,188,519; and 
the propos-ed appropriation for 1944 !s 
$29,434,787 ,198.· 

It will be· recalled that the. Vinson
Trammell . Act was before , this body in 
1934. The Naval Affairs Committee of 
the Senate, and. Senators and Members 
of the House generally, were keenly 
aware of some of the implications of the 
Hitler movement in Europe, so we began 
to step up the tempo so far as Naval 
construction was concerned. If the 
building is not what it should have been, 
certainly Congress w~s exceedingly gen
erous with th~ Navy in. thJ! matter of 
dollars and cents. 

I 
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Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I thank 

the Senator for his contribution. 
Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 

Senator yield? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. LUCAS. I should like to ask the 

able Senator from Washington if he has 
any figures from 1928 to 1932, showing 
what appropriations were made for the 
Navy. 

Mr. BONE. No. I sought from the 
Dzpart;nent only the figure$ from -1933 
on, dating from the accession of Hitler. 

Mr. LUCAS. It would be very inter
esting to include those figures, because 
wben the present President of the 
United States came into office in 1933 
he immediately began to build up our 
Navy to treaty strength. It will be 
found that the appropriations for naval 
purposes for 6 or 8 years previous to 
that time were limited, to say the least. 

Mr. BONE. Very much so. 
Mr. LUCAs.- Whatever amounts were 

appropriated by the Congress from 1932 
on were for the purpose of building our 
Navy up to treaty strength in line with 
what we had agreed on in respect to the 
6-6-3 ratio with Er.g:and and Japan. 
In my humble opinion it was very fortu
nate that Wf' had a President who really 
had at heart the interests of the Navy, 
and thoroughly understood the Hitler 
movement in Europe. I do not 'n.ean to 
cast any reflection on anyone in previous 
administrations with respect to' buDding 
up the Navy, but we know that little or 
nothing was done about it for a number 
of years. The situation was as the Sen
ator from Oklahoma described it a mo
ment ago; the people of the country did 
not want anything done.. They" had the 
notion that we were to live here in a sort 
of sublime state for the remainder of our 
existence without any war. We had been 
led to believe that. After th-e last war 
we all said that we did not want' to have 
anything to do with Europ3an nations 
because of their greed, their racial an
tipathies, and their centuries of fighting 
among themselves. That is the reason 

' why a spirit of almost helplessness grew 
up in this country during that p3.rticular 
time. I desired to call that situation to 
the attention of the Senate. 

Mr. BONE. With the indulgence of 
the Senator from Oklahoma, let me say 
that the Senator from Illinois is correct. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I will 
first yield to the Senator from T.Vashing
ton. 

Mr. BON:E:. Appropriations for the 
Navy had not been extensive in the years 
preceding 1933 because of the feeiing that 
the world would not suddenly go crazy . . 
Upon the accession of Mr. Roosevelt to 
the Presidency of the United States, and 
upon the accession of Hitler to power in 
Germany, we entered upon .a new phase 
of human existence. The record will in
dicate that in 1934, out of N. I. R. A. al
lotments the President-doubtless moved 
by what was happenin& in Europe
lifted in excess of $277,000,000 and put it 
into the custody of the Navy with the 
view of building up the Navy. 

I.XXXI:X-423 

One more thing which might be of 
interest is that the-last battleship which 
we built was the West Virginia, a ship 
of approximately 35,000 tons, a very fine 
fighting ship. It was one of those which 
were krrocked around pretty badly at 
Pearl Harbor. It cost approximately 
$26,800,000. ... 

Oddly enough, it was finished at a 
• time when wages were high in the ship
yards. As I recall, steel was even higher 
per ton than it has been during the pres
ent building period, and yet, due to tech
nological changes, bettE;r propelling ma
chinery, different fii·e control, and fight
ing equipment, the cost of new ships in 
the same category has risen to sixty or 
seventy million dollars. I find no ex
planation for it anywhere, but that con
dition exists. 

When we consider that the W ast Vir
ginia, which was finished in 1923, 10 
years before Hitler came into power, cost 
$26,000,000, we can realize that with 
the allocation of $277,000,000 which was 
made by President Roosevelt, along with 
other appropriations made available by 
Congress, we should have been able to 

. begin a · tremendous expansion o;f the 
Navy. E:0 _fr~r as I can recall, that is what 
occurxed. The Navy has gone steadily 
up, and we should have the largest Navy 
in the world . . W:i.th the program indi
cated by these figures , if we do not 
demonstrate to the world the capacity of 
our Navy to dominate the seas, there is 
something wrong with America. 

Mr. THO'IIft'AS of Oklahoma. I thank 
the Senator. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will 
the Sen:::.. tor yie~d? -

Mr. THOMAS of Oklaho~a. I yield 
to the S~ma~or from South Carolina. 

l\1r. MAYBANK. The Senator from 
Oklahoma stated a moment ago that it 
was .estimated that by the end of this 
year thy-Army would have 8,20~,000 offi
cers and enlisted men. Appreciating the 
fact, that it must be increased by ap
proximately a million to make that pos
sible, several questions were brought out 
m the committee in connection with the 

· pay of dependents. 
There is now pending before the Mili

tary Affairs CJmmittee a ·bill introduced 
by the distinguished Senator from Massa
chusetts to increase such pay. The ques
tion was asked as to what is now being 
paid to dependents. It may interest the 
Senate ' to know that in the hearings it 
was revealed that of the over-all total of 
$12,264,510,000 required for the Finance 
Service of the Army, $11,512,374,665, or 
93.87 percent, represents the subappro
priation "Pay of the Army"; $720,000,000, 
or 5.87 percent is for travel; and $32,-
136,000, or 0.26 percent, is for the remain
ing miscellaneous items. The total for 
payment of allowances to dependents of 
enlisted men is $1,216,559,760. That in
formation was given in answer to a "ques
tion by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

A further question was asked by my
self as to whether that could be broken 
down on a family basis. The statement 
was made that the War Department is
now sending out 3,300,000 checks a 
month. All of them are not to family 

dependents, but a large number of them 
are for family dependents. 

The March 1943 figures show that the 
Government's share of the average check 
was $29.28; the enlisted man's share was 
$23.29, making a total of $52.57. 

For April the Government's share of 
the average check was $30.20; the en
listed man's share was $23.60, or a total 
of $53.80. 

For May, the latest figures available, 
the Government's share of the average 
check was $28.14; the enlisted man's 
share was $22.47, or a total family allow
ance of $50.61. 

In short, the average pay for the ~n
lis.ted man, his relatives and family, half 
of which he pays himself, -is only $50 a 
month. 

I appreciate the fact that this is an 
appropriation bill and that no legisla
tive amendment would be in order. I 
hope I shall have the pleasure, as a 
Member of the Senate, to vote to increase 
the allowance. because with the present 
high cost of living, the families left at 
home are receiving on!y $50 a month, 
and' ! do not thinlc that is sufficient. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I thank 
.. the Senator. -

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

M1·. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
M:. WHEELER. In the statement 

which was made by the Senator a few 
moment~ ago, I do not believe he in
tended to bbme Congress for what hap
pened at Pearl Harbor. He said that if 
the Japs had known it, they could have 
taken Pearl Harbor. Congress was not 
to blame for what took place at Pearl 
Harbor. The Secretary of the Navy 
made the statement, in a magazine ar
ticle which was published ~.fter Pearl 
Harbor, that the Navy was ready to fight 
en the seven seas. We certainly had 
pl&nes and a navy at Pearl Harbor. 

I am not trying to blame any particu
lar person, because I do not know who 
was to blame for what tack place at Pearl 
Harbor. But certainly someone was to 
blame for what occurred there, and it was 
not the Congress of the United States. 
A great many persons have attempted to 
blame Congress for what took place at · 
Pearl Harbor. It is ridiculous to try to 
do so. Someone in the .Army, the Navy, 
or the executive department of the Gov
ernment wa~ to blame for what took 
place there. · 

Even ~hough the Japs had taken the 
Hawaiian Islands I do not believe that 
they could have taken the United States. 
Nor do I believe for one moment that we 
would l:ave been captured or that the 
German flag would have been flown over 
tLe United States even if Britain had col
h:.psed. The fact is that Britain did not 
collapse. We must take into consic:era
tion many ''ifs" and ''ands." The Ger
man military forces dfd not cross the 
English Channel. I have talked with 
Englishmen anc with some of our own 
military experts: They do r_ot all agree. 
Some of them think that possiply the 
Germans could have taken England if 
they had attempted it. But apparently 
Hitler did not think he could, because he 
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did not attempt to take it. But we cer
tainly have not been able to cross the 
English Channel, and there are many 
military experts, both in this country and 
elsewhere, who think it would be impos
sible for us to cross the English Channel 
at this time. 

With reference to our not being pre
pared, as the Senator has said by the 
time an airplane is completed it is al
most obsolete because of improvements 
which have been made. in the planes of 
England, Japan, and Germany. Prob
~bly it is not so true of appropriations 
for the Navy, but if we had appropriated 
to build more planes, more guns, and 
other equipment of that l'ind, the planes 
and guns would all have been obsolete 
by 1940, 1941, or 1942. As has been 
pointed out here, it was demonstrated 
very clearly that the first tanks which 
we built and sent to north Africa did 
not stand up, but went to piece~ because 
they were riveted, and so improved tanks 
had to be devised. 

It was not the fault, in my judgment~ 
of the Congress of the United States. 
It was not any more the fault of the 
Republican administration than it was 
of the Democratic administrm;ion, or the 
fault of the Republicans any more than 
the fault of Democrats. During my 20 
years' service here I think the Congress 
has been giving to the executive depart
ments practically every single dollar of 
appropriations they have asked for the 
Army and for the Navy. At times the 
Committee on Appropriations, I think, 
has offered to provide appropriations in 
excess of those the exeeutive department 
has requested. Let me ask the Senator 
from Oklahoma if that is not a fact with 
reference to some appropriations during 
the last few year5? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Presi
dent, if I may at this point place a little 
incident in the RECORD it might be of 
some value. 

When the appropriations were being 
prepared during the spr ing of 1940 the 
House passed a bill which in due course 
came before the S2nate committee. As 
chairman of the subcommittee, I was 
holding hearings on that measure. The 
President had submitted his request for 
money to the House, as he always does. 
The House, even after the war had 
brol{en out in Europe in 1939, had slashed 
the estimates of the Bureau of the 
Budget very severely. I cannot be ac
curate in stating the percentage, but the 
reduction in the bill which came before 
the Senate in the spring of 1940 was 10 
or 15 or 20 percent. At that time, along 
the latter part of May 1940, we were hav
ing difficulty in the Senate committee in 
the effort to restore the cuts made by the 
House. The Members of the House made 
those cuts because they believed that 
their people back home did not want 
large appropriations made. The Presi
dent had asked for additional funds, 
though not for any great amount of ad
ditional funds, but the House sai1 "No." 
The bill came to the S3nate in that shape. 
The bill was before my committee when 
the Germans made their drive against 
the Allied line, drove the left flank toward 
Paris, and the right flank toward Dun-

' J 

querke. and broke through there. That 
ell happened over the week end. Im- . 
mediately after the Dunquerque debacle 
had taken place, the sentiment in the 
committee and the sentiment of the 
country changed entirely. Immediately 
we began to receive letters and telegrams 

.and long-distance calls and editorials 
asking why we did not bt~d up a big 
Navy anu a blg Army and a big Air Corps. 
to meet what might come. 

That is the way democracy works. The 
subcommittee went ahead, held hearings, 
and agreed to restore the items cut from 
the bill by the House. But, after that 
had happened, the subcommittee was not 
satisfied with the appropriations asked 
for by the War Department and request
ed by the Bureau of the Budget. So, in 
executive session, my cubcommittee went 
intn the m~tter ·and brought before the 
comnuttee General Marshall and other 
high-ranking officials of the War De
partment and asked them if, in view of 
the emergency. they thought they were 
asking for all the-money they needed. 

Of course, there is a rule that an offi
cial of the administration cannot ask for 
money that is not requested and ap
proved by the Bureau of the Budget. So, 
they were estopped; they could not say 
that they wanted any mere money. We 
took the lid off, and, in effect, asked the 
officials of the War Department to hold 
a cJnference and bring us back a confi
dential memorandum stating to the com
mittee hDw much money they thought 
the Congress should appropriate in order 
to give them the money necessary to 
build yp the Army and the Air Corps. 
We took a recess. The officials advised 
us that they would be ready to report in 
a few days. Evidently-! do not kno.w 
this to be a fact, but evidently General 
Marshall and his staff took the matter 
to the President, because in 2 or 3 days 
we had notice that the President would 
address a joint meeting of the House and 
the Senate. The President came before 
the joint meeting, delivered his address, 
and asked for appTopriations $2,000,000,-
000 in excess of the Budget estimate'S 
which had been considered by the House 
and the Senate subcommittee. The 
President appeared before the joint ses
sion of the two bodies, as I recall, on 
Thursday at 1 o'clock. The subcommit
tee met that afternoon. We had the 
break-down of the $2,000,000,COO before 
us. We considered the breal{-down dur
ing Friday and Saturday. On Saturday 
afternoon we wrote· up the bill and re
ported it to th.e Senate on Monday. 

The bill, which was passed on Tuesday 
following the President's address to the 
joint meeting, restored the cuts l•lade by 
the House and appropriated h excess of 
$2.0DO,OOO,OOO new money. The House 
immediately accepted the action of the 
Senate. That is when the Army started ' 
building up. Up to that time it was 
go~ng along in a very slow manner. I 
think that it is proper to place that state
ment in the RECORD to demonstrate that 
when an emergency arises a democracy 
can function and can do it quickly, as 
has been proven many times in the _past. 

I wish to say to the Senator from Mon
tana that I have not thought of blaming 

Congress or any individual Senator. I 
blame, if it may be called blame. the con
ditions which then prevailed. The peo
ple thought they were through with war; 

· they thought it foolish to build up an 
Army and NaVY and Air Corps, on the 
theory that if we built up a large Mili
tary Establi~hment the time would come 
when we would want to try it out to see 
if it was good. In the springtime whan 
we see boys on the sandlots playing base
ball, we know that they will organize a 
team and challenge some team on the 
other side _gf the trades. In the fall 
when we see boys on the sandlots prac
ticing football we lrnow, as a matter of 
course, that very shortly they will be
come organized into teams and challenge 
other footBall teams. So the people 
believed that if we built up a big Army 

, and a big Navy and a big Air Corps we 
would be building up for a purpose, and 
that, sooner or later, we would want to 
try them out. For that reason they were 
not willing to build up a large Military 
Establishment, and, for that reason, they 
counseled with their Representatives and 
S::mators against the appropriation of 
large sums of money for military 
purposes. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. PresidE::nt, let me 
say, if I may interrupt the Senator 
again-· -

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. WHEELER. I think any Member 

of the Senate who was here during the 
period between 1922 and 1932 who will 
examine his correspondence and files wm 
find to be true exactly what the Senator 
from Oklahoma has said. In the matter 
of appropriP.ting money for the Army and 
Navy he will find that his mail was largely. 
made up of propaganda from peace or
ganizations, church organizations, labor 
organizations, and individuals protesting 
against bu!lding up a big Navy and a big 
Army. As the Senator indicates. the 
mass of the people of this country, if 
we may judge by the letters received 
from various States and various organi
zations, were opposed to building a big 
Navy and a big Army because they felt 
if we built them up we would set up a 
military regime here or would wan.t to 
use them in O'td3r to try them out. 

Of course, that has been- the h:story of 
a great many cou.ntries. Hitler had a 

. large army, and-was permitted to build 
a big army. He was put in power and 
financed by the same people he is at
tacking today. Hitler was built up, and 
everyone who know.s anything · about the 
matter knows he was built up and kept 
in power QY the financial interests of 
Germany. He was eneouraged by some 
of the financial interests in England, and 
by some of the financial interests jn 
France, because they wanted him in 
power to suppress what they called the 
Communist movement in Germany, and 
as a buffer against communism in Ras
sia. The financial interests were the ones 
r€sponsible for putting him in pqwer, 
after La val, who was then head of the 
French-Government, recalled the money 
the French had in Vienna and in Aus
trian bankS, and broke the banks. They 
did not want the Anschluss between Ger
many and Austria, thinking that if it 
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were brought about there would then 
be a coalition, and that France would be 
subject to attack by both Austria and 
Germany under the leadership of Hitler. 
That broke the banks. Instead of hurt
ing Hitler, it tended to increase his 
power, and after that took place, and to 
a large extent directly because of that 
fact, he went into power. . 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I thank 
the Senator. The suggestion was made 
a moment ago that someone was in 
great error at Pearl Harbor. Let me 
suggest as a possible explanation that 
warfare has changed from what it used 
to be. Warfare and prize fighting ar.e 
almost Siamese twins. Prize fighters dQ 
not meet on the street or in secret places 
and begin to fight . . One challenges the 
other, and after the challenge has been 
accepted, they meet and sign terms. 
Then they agree on the time and place 
when they will meet and put on the con
test. That is the way nations hereto
fore have begun wars. They would be
come involved in a contest back and 
forth, reach a point where they could go 
no further without nghting, then recall 
their representatives, and declare war, 
and both nations would begin to pre
pare for the actual conflict. Later on, 
when they became prepared, they would 
go on the battlefield, and begin to fight 
the case out. • 

Times have changed, as was demon
strated at Pearl Harbor, because all re
member that at the time we were still 
in conference, trying to solve some of 
our problems, we were attacked on that 
Sunday morning in the . Hawaiian Is
lands. The attack might have been 
made on Washington on that morning, 
just as well as at Pearl Harbor, and had 
the attack been made on Washington, or 
New York Gity, or San Francisco, or 

Los Angeles, the condition would have 
been the same; we would not have been 
prepared for an attack. So, while a mis
take was- made at Pearl Harbor, I am 
not prepared to condemn anyone tie
cause of dereliction of duty. It hap
pened as it did because no one was ex
pecting war to break without some 
notice, and we had no notice. 

Mr. President,~ I ask permission to 
place in the RECORD in connection with 
my remarks the brief report of the com
mittee in explanation and in justifica
tion of the pending bill. 

There being no objection, the report 
(No. 357) was ordered to be printed in 
the , RECORD, as follows: 

The Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the blll (H. R. 2996) 
making appropriations for the Military Es
tabliEhment for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1944, and for other purposes, report the 
same to the Senate with various amer.d
ments and pres:mt herewith information 
relative to the changes made. 
Amount of bills as 

pas::ed House and re-
ported to Senate ___ 1 $59, 034, 839, (i73. 00 

Amount of re6u!ar esti-
mates for 1944 ______ 1 59,425,586,500.00 

Amount cf appropria-
t ions, 1943__________ 42,820,006,365.47 

'I,'he bill as reported to 
· the Senate-

Under the esti-
ruates for 1944__ 3S0,74o,827.00 

Excezds the appro-
p r i a t i o n s for 
1943 ------------ 16, 214, 833,307.53 

1 Together with reappropriations amount
ing to $12,47i,839,200. 

SUMMARY OF APPROPRIATIONS AND REAPPROPRIA• 
TIONS 

A statement of the appropriations and 
reappropriations by services, showing 
amcunts of caEh rcqui•·emcnts, carry-overs, 
and total requirements follows: 

Cash require· 
ment Carry-over Total require· 

rnent 

------~----------------~------------~~-----------~----------------------
.Continr:encies of the Army _________________________________ : __ ~22, 142,000 -------- --·------- ~22, 142,000 
ExpcC:iting production _________ _______ ____________ -------·----- C&7, 011,000 ~565, 147,000 1, :&.22, 158,000 
·contingent fund, Chief of Staff_______________________________ 100 128,000, ooo 128, ooo, 100 
Special t:eld exere'ses _______ ---------------------------------- 77,000,000 10,000,000 87,000,000 
Army War College____ ________________________________________ 124,tJOO ------------------ 124,000 
Command and General Staff Ecbool, Fort Leavenworth, 

F!:~~ _E_e_r;;fc(.~-.Aiw'Y:~:== ====================== :::=:::::::: 12, 264, 1fZ: ~~ ------------------ 12, 264, 1i& ~~~ 
Quarterma5ter Corps and 'l'ransportation Corps_------------- o, 411, 549, cos ----i;ioo,-iiiio;iiiio- 7, 511, 549, oos 
Signal Son-ice of the Army____________________________________ 4, 646, 168,000 £00,000, COO 5, 546,168,000 
-Air Corps, Army __ --·-------------·----.----- ----- ----------- ~3. 655, ~81, 000 --------- -~------- 23, 655, 481,000 
_Med_ieal ago ~ospital Department_ ___ ----------------------- 446, 212,000 173,791, 000 · 620,003,000 
Engmecr ~.: . ervice, Army ___ ------ ------ ·-------- -------------- 2, 472, 401, 500 1, 520,000,000 3, 992, 401. 500 
Ordnance Department_ ___ __ ___ --- ---- -·-·--- ---------· ___ ---- 7, 992, 577, OCO 7, 050,000,000 15,042, 577,000 
Chemical Warfare Service. Army _____ ____ ..._ ____ --· _________ _ .,__ 240,025, COO 812, 474,000 1, 152,499,000 
fperial srrv ice !Oehools ______________ ._ ____________ ___ _________ 1, 711,000 100,000 - 1, 811,000 
Jnstruction in 1:rrrored force activitii.'S _____________ ------------ 580,000 89,000 669,000 
t.eacocst defense, !!CncraL----------------------- ------- ------ 29,632,000 c, 930,000 25,562,000 
1! . R. Military AfademY--------------------------------·----- 5, 981,000 ---------- ·- -· ___ 5, 981,000 
1'\ational Guard ·--- --- ---------------------------------------- 100 - 64,500 64,600 
Crp.anized Reserves _____________ --------·--------------------- 100 9,£00 10,000 
Pcsenc Off ccrs' Training Corps _______ ______ _ - -~- ------------ 2,125, 000 1, 200,000 3, 325.000 
l'rorr.otionofrifle practice-----------------------~-- ·----- --- -- 100 45, lJOO . 46,000 
Army or tre Philiprines.________________ __ ___________________ 100 205,987, !!00 205,988,000 
Jnter-Ameriran rC'lations ________________ __ ·----- _. -· ---------- 500,000 ------------------ 500,000 
Dcpartrr.cntaJ activities______________________________________ 8, 964,000 ------------------ 8, 964,000 

1--------1-----------1---------
'l'otaL ______________________________________ . ---------- 59, 034, 839, 673 12, 472, 8.19, 200 71, 507, 678, fl73 

ARMY AIR FORCES 

Over 87 percent of the $23,700,000,000 bud
get of the Army Air Forces is required for 
the procurement of airplanes, ~pare engines, 
spare parts, and other miscellaneous procure
ment expenses. This sum will permit pro
duction to continue at the maximum rate, 
which ihe airplane industry is expected to 
reach seen after the end of the calendar year. 

In addition to these costs which come directly 
under the Air Corps appropii_ation, a total 
of $4,700,000:ooo is requested for the new air
plane program under other military appro
priation titles in the bill. This appropriation 
will provide 36,000 bombers, 38,000 fighters, 
12,000 air transports, and 9,000 trainers with 
all the necessary spare engines and spare 
parts. 

In tl}.e next year, the program of the Air 
Corps should reach maturity. Another 6 
months should see maximum plane produc
tion reached. Already the training program 
has started to level off. 

The big task of the Air Transport Com
mand in establishing the necessary airfields, 
acquiring the--personnel to service the plane~. 
and facilities to house and feed ~he personnel 
is nearing completion. The Air Transport 
Command is now operating 90,000 miles of 
air routes over which they are ferrying planes 
from the factories to their destination over
seas. PerEonnel and strategic materials are 
flowing in a constantly increasing stream to 
the theaters of operation. 

While the aviation program in general is 
moving forward at a very satisfactory rate, 
certain phases, such as aviation gasoline, still 
f>resent difficult problems. Production of 
100-octane gasoline must be increased to keep 
up with the rapid expansion in demand. 
With 70 percent of the Army Air Forces gaso
line requirements calling for high-octane 
gas, great .effort will be necessary to keep sup
ply up to demand. The public probably does 
not realize the enormous rate of gaso!ine 
consumption by the air forces. An air force 
raid· on Berlin by 500 heavy bombers from 
the Brit ish Isles consumes more than 800,000 
gallons of g:1soline. The transportation of 
this gasoi.ine to the th:::aters of operation is 
in it<:elf a major problem. 

FINANCE SERVICE, ARMY 

A total of $12,264,510,665 is carried in this 
bill under "Finance Service, Army." The 2 
major items covered are pay and allowancel'l 
of some 8,200,000 military personnel, and 
travel of the Army, which together account 
for 98.4 percent of the total approprjation. 
The remaining 1.6 percent provides for the 
salaries of civilian employees at military 
headquarters 2.n d field employees of the 
Finance Department, personal allowances 
and compensation for work of enemy prls
oners of war, settlement of various claims, 
expenses of courts martial, and miscellaneous 
items. 

In the absence of a request by the War 
Department, no action was taken to restore 
the 10-percent cut in funds for travel in 
ttie bill as passed by the House. 

Funds for the payment of family allow
ances tooependents of enlisted men of the 
last four grades are included in this appro
priation. The committee is particularly in
terested in this subject. 

WOMEN'S ARMY AUXILIARY CORPS 

As passed by the House and as reported 
to the Senate, the bill includes p. total of 
approximately $230,000,000 for the Women's 
Army Auxiliary Corps. This is based on a 
strength of 150,000, of whom 10,000 would 
be officers. No consideration has been given 
to a possible increase in the corps over this 
figure. 

It is the intention of the War Depart
ment, gradually to substitute female for 
male enlisted personnei. wherever feasible. 
The results to date demonstrate that the 
organization of such a group of women, 
thoroughly trained to replace male personnel 
needed in other war activities, lias passed 
beyond the experimental stage. 

QUARTERMASTER CORPS 

Of the supplies and transportation gross 
requirements of seven and five-tenths bil
lions, some one and six-tenths billions are 
for rail and water transportation, discussed 
below under Transportation Corps, making 
$5,900,000,000 available for opligation by the 
Quartermaster Corps. This amount reflects 
two and five-tenths billions for feeding the 
Army, two and three-tenths for clothing and 
equipage, and one and one-tenth billions for 
supplies, equipment, animals, and ineidental 
expenses. 
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As presented In these estimates, the cost 

of the delivered ration is figured at 72 cents, 
including raw food costs of 61 cents, plus 
amounts necessary to cover transportation, • 
special types of rations, and the special pack
aging required by diverse climatic conditions. 
At this time last year the corresponding fig
ures were approximately 66 cents and 56 cents, 
respectively. 

Determined that the armed forces shall 
have all food, clothing, general supplies, and 
equipment, essential for the prosecution of a 
global war, the Quartermaster Corps is steer
ing a skillful course in its procurement of the 
thousands of items included in-this program, 
many of which are fraught with public inter
est because of the impact of x:ationing, price 
subsidies, and roll-backs. Improvements, re
sulting from continuous research and devel
opment work, are being made on the rations, 
clothing, and equipment issued to our troop;:;, 
es reports of actual battle conditions are re
ceived from theaters in every climate. 

TRANSPORTATION CORPS 

"Army transportation, water" requires ap
proximately $500,000,000, of which, roughly, 
one-third is for procurement of boats, en
gines, and pier equipment, and the balance 
is for operation. Small-boat procurement 
covers ~ombat and training craft, harbor
defense craft, rescue and salvage craft, and 
supply craft. The largest item is for supply 
boats which are used to transport supplies 
from advanced water bases to the forward 
lines. The greater part of the operating ex
penditures is for operation of boats and shore 
facilities. This covers wages to crews and 
the operation of the ports of embarkation. 
Stevedoring is also a major expense. In some 
theaters of operation stevedoring is furnished 
as an item of reverse lend-lease. 

"Army transportation, commercial" is esti
mated at $1,000,000,000, of which $770,000,000 
is for the transportation of supplies. The 
railroads have done such an unusually good 
job of moving men and materials during this 
war that none of the congestion which we 
had in the First World War has occurred to 
date. This is in spite of the fact that the 
railroads are moving men and materiais in far 
larger amounts than in the previous war. 
About six times the volume of freight was 
moved overseas during the first year of this 
war compared with the first year of the last 
war. Yet in moving this freight to the ports 
the railroads operated with 20,000 fewer lo
comotives. In addition to the shipment or 
supplies in this country, the Transportation 
Corps h as to ship rolling stock and bperate 
railroads in the various theaters of operation. 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

The estimates for "Engineer Service, Army" 
provide for nearly $4,000,000,000, of which 
$1,520,000,000 represents a carry-over from 
the 1943 appropriation. 

In addition to procurement of equipment 
and supplies for use in active theaters, new 
construction in the continental United 
States, on a reduced basis, and expansion and 
conversion of existing structut·es and facil
ities, these funds provide for the continuation 
and expansion of engineer work in the active 
theaters of operation. 

The committee reviewed in considerable· 
detail the experience of the Corps of En
gineers relating to the use or acquisition of 
real estate, in view o! the fact that certain 
taxing bodies such as school districts are af
fected by loss of tax income by Federal ac
quisition of real property. 

ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT 

The bill provides for the Ordnance Depart
ment the sum of $7,992,577,000 under the ap
propriation, "Ordnance service and supplies, 
Army," and $55,000 under the appropriation, 
"Roclt Island Bridge." Likewise, it is also 
reappropriating an unobligated balance of 

$7-,050,000,000, thus providing a total of $15,-
042,577 ,000 for the operation of the Ord
nance Department during the coming fiscal 
year. 

One of the large items included under the 
Q1·dnance Department is $3,889,4:31,984 for 
international ald. These funds will be used 
to purchase guns, trucks, and ammunition 
for the United Nations, and are a substantial 
contribution to our allies. 

In addition, the ordnance estimates in
clude the sum of $2,800,000,000 for mainte
nance and procurement of motor vehicles, 
a new function which it just recently took 
over from the Quartermaster Corps. The 
Ordnance Department also procures all the 
necessary a,rmament for our own forces, as 
well as for our allies. Some of the items 
that it procures in large volumes are tanks, 
jeeps, motortrucks, cannon, machine guns, 
carbines, and many miscellaneous weapons. 
The appropriation also contains an item of 1 

$80,960,000 for research and development. 

SIGNAL SERVICE, ARMY 

The Signal Servic~ of the Army handles 
au- communication equipment and facilities. 
The amount provided for this Service for 
the coming fiscal year is $5,546,168,000, of 
which $900,000,000 is a reappropriation. 
Within this substantial program, the sum 
of $3,659,473,705 is to be devoted to Army 
Air Force requirements. Among the various 
types of items provided for the Army Air 
Forces are air-borne and air-ground equip
ment, together with the operation of mete
orological stations, Army airway stations, 
and aircraft warning systems. 

One of the major items in the estimates 
of the Signal Corps is for construction of 
new telephone systems, new radio systems, 
and new aircraft warning systems which, 
however, show a reduction of approximately 
$140,000,000 as compared with the estimates 
for the fiscal year 1943. It indicates that 
the Army bas passed the peak of its re
quirements for these fixed systems. How
ever, the maintenance program calls for a 
substantial increase brought about by the 
necessity of maintaining all communication 
systems which were ir.stalled in tho fiscal 
years 1942 and 1943, while the Signal Corps 
was attaining its peak of construction. 

1 The Signal Corps likewise bas made prog
ress in its research and development in con
nection with radio and radar, and is con
stantly endeavoring to improve its equip
ment in every respect. t 

CHEMICAL WARFARE SERVICE, ARMY 

The appropriation of new funds for the 
Chemical Warfare Service amounts to $340,-
025,000. In addition, the 1943 unobligated 
balance of $812,474,000 1s reappropriated. 

Full-scale production of chemical agents 
and defensive materiel is a reality. Adequate 
stocks are on hand for immediate use in the 
eventuality of an all-out gas warfare initiated 
by our enemies. 

The incendiary bomb has become one of the 
most important munitions presently used by 
our Air Forces. Testimony reveals that this 
munition now constitutes a major portion 
by weight of a bomber load. A large portfon 
of the funds made available for this service 
is intended for the development and more 
extensive use of this weapon. 

MEDICAL AND HOSPITAL DEPARTMENT 

The health record of the Army to date 
pre~ents a challenge which is being accepted 
in an aggressive spirit by the office of the 
Surgeon General. The program contemplated 
for the fiscal year 1944, requiring a total of 
$600,000,000, of which $173,791,000 1s a. re
appropriation, includes over 700,000 general 
and station hospital beds to be operated here 
and oVerseas, as well as the procurement for 
our own Army and our allies, of some $440,-
000,000 worth of medical supplies and equip
ment. 

The Medical Department has also asso
ciated itself actively with the problem of 
maintaining a flow of qualified students into 
the medical schools to the end that the per
formance of the STJrgeon General 's mission 
may rest in competent hands. 

EXPEDITING PRODUCTION 

While the war effort is reaching maturity 
as far as production facilities are concerned, 
certain expenditures are still necessary for 
the expansion of plant facilities, the conver
sion of existing plants ta other types of pro
duction, and the acquisition and lease of 
special machinery. For those purposes, 
$1,222,158,000 is required for the fiscal year 
1944. Of this amount recom~ended by the 
committee, $657,011,000 is appropriated in the 
bill, and $565,147,000 is provided as a re• 
appropriation of unobligated prior fiscal year 
funds. Approximately $313,000,000 is forma
chine tools for Allied Nations, and about 
three;-fourths of the balance will be used for 
ordnance production. 

The allocation of the amount recommended 
for the fiscal year 1944 is as follows: 
Army Air Forces_____________ $190, 000, 000 
Ordnance Service and Supplies 962, 758, 000 
Signal Service, Army_________ 30, 000, 000 
Chemical Warfare Service____ 37, 100, 000 
Transportation Corps __ ----- 2, 300,000 

Total __________________ 1,222,158,000 

LEND-LEASE 

Exclusive of airplanes, spare engines, and 
spare parts to be furnished by the Army Air 
Forces as the strategic. situation demands 
the military estimates for . the fiscal year 
1944 contain a total of $4,969,967,668 fer lend
lease. This amount._is distributed as follows: 
Air Corps, Army (training)___ $37,637,080 
Chemical Warfare Service____ 55, 739, 272 
Engineer Sarvice, Army_______ 203,530,806 
Medical and Hospital Depart-

ment______________________ 68,219,040 
Ordnance Service and Supplies, 

Army ______________________ 3,889,431,984 
Signal Service, Army ______ _,__ 366,010,624 
Supplies and transportation, Army ________________ : __ .__ 349,398,862 

Army---------------------- 349, 398,862 
The total value of articles and services ac

tually turned over or rendered to our allies 
by the War Department through April 30, 
1943, was $4,717,324,391. Of this amount, 
$1,350,298,210 represents item ~ and services 
furnished or rendered by the Army Air Forces, 
principally aircraft, while the remaining $3,-
367,026,181 involved goods and services fur
nished by the supply services. 

There bas been certain reciprocity, known 
as reverse lend-lease or reciprocal aid, where
by our allies, to the . extent of their ability, 
malte ·available to our forces in the field sup
plies, facilit ies, and services · on a reciprocal 
basis. The bill takes into account and de
ducts reciprocal aid of about $220,000,000, 
which it is contemplated will be furnished 
during the fiscal year 1944. 

LIMITATIONS 

The changes in the bill recommended by 
the committee are as follows: 

Expediting production: 
The committee recommend that the fol

lowing proViso be stricken from the bill: 
"Provided further, That section 403 (a} of 
the Sixth Sljpplemental National Defense Ap
propriation Act (Public, 528, 77th Cong .• 2d 
sess.) , as amended, is further amended to 
include the Defense Plant Corporation and 
the Defense Supplies Corporation, and to pro
vide that the term 'Department' also shall 
mean the Defense Plant Corporation and the 
Defense Supplies Corporation, respectively, 
and, in the case of such corporations, that 
the term •secretary' also shall mean the De-
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feme Plant Corporation and the Defense 
Supplies Corporation, respectively.'' 

Finance Department: Finance Service, 
-Army: Pay of the Army: 

The committee :;ecommend that the fol
lowing proviso be stricken from the bill: 
"Provided further, That no appropriation con
tained in this act shall be available for obli
gation or expenditure or for any expense 
whatsoever, directly or indirectly, for or on 
account of any person in a civilian status 
listed as a conscientious objector, pursuant 
to the provisions of the Selective Training 
and Service Act of 1940, as amended (except 
as may be incident to induction into the 
Army #of the United States), including com
pensation of military and civilian personnel, 
transportation on any kind of conveyance 
b~longing to or op~ated by or at the expense 
of the War Department, and instruction, edu
cation, or training of any kind." 

Quartermaster Corps and Transportation 
em~: -

The committee recommend that the :rol
lowing proviso be stricken from the bill: "Pro
vi ded, That no appropriation contained in 
this act shall be available for payment to or 
expenditure on account of any military or 
civilian personnel employed outside conti
nental United States to paint or otherwise 
reproduce war scenes except- by means of 
photography, or to paint portraits, or for 
payment to or expenditure on account of any 
military personnel within continental United 
States who engage in decorative art projects 
or painting portraits to the exclusion of 
regular military duties.'' 

(In recommending the deletion of this 
proviso, the committee calls attention to the 
fact that the matter involved is one of policy 
which should be passed upon by th proper 
legislative committees.) 

The committee recommend that the fol
lowing proviso be stricken from the bill: 
"Provided, That appropriations in this Act 
"-'hich are available for any expenses incident 
to educating persons in medicine (including 

, veterinary) or dentistry shall be avaliable 
only when such persons can complete in
struction in degree-granting colleges or uni
versities as students in such professions with
in two years, provided also that such stu
dents must be enlisted in the Army of the 
United States." 

Mr. BONE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Oklahoma yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma . . I yield. 
Mr. BONE. The observations of the 

Senator about what transpired at Pearl 
Harbor lead me to inquire regarding a 
matter about which the able Senator 
from Oklahoma may be able to enlighten 
us. I have been advised, whether cor
rectly or incorrectly I do not know, that 
unless specific charges are made by the 
Army and Navy against the men com
manding our military and naval forces 
at Pearl Harbor, within a certain speci
fied length of time, by virtue of a statute 
of limitations, the charges will come to 
repose, and those men will never be 
brought before a court martial. Can the 
Senator advise us whether that is the 
fact? We are passing today probably 
the largest appropriation in human his
tory. I cudgel my memory, and I can 
recall no civilized government wJ:Uch 
ever appropriated in one lump sum such 
an astounding, staggering sum as that 
provided in the pending bill, which we 
are about to pass with a handful of Sen
ators present. The amount appropri
ated by the bill represents almost two 
and one-half times the entire cost of our 
participation in the World War. 

I happened to think. in connection with 
the imminent passage of the bill, of the 
charges against the two men who were 
at the head of our Army and Navy in 
Hawaii, and I wonder if the Senator can 
tell me whether my suspicions with re
spect to the ·statute of limitations are 
correct. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I regret 
to say that I am not able to answer the 
-question asked by the Senator from 
Washington. 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, while the 
pending appropriation bill is before the 
Senate, I believe it would be appropriate 
to make a few observations concerning 
rioting which may requ1re the attention 
of the military, articles about which have 
fl,ppeared in the press all too frequently 
of late, and which recently found its cli
max in the city of Detroit. 

Before I make further reference .J;o it, 
I wish to commend the chairman of the 
subcommittee who is handling the pend
ing measure for the very capable manner 
in which he has held the hearings, pre
sented his case to the full committee, 
and is now presenting his arguments to 
the Senate. 

Mr. President, the recent racial dis
orders which culminated in pitched 
battles betwean bizarre zoot-suiters and 
our servicemen on the west coast, and 
which reached a climax in Detroit, 
where it was necessary .to call out the 
troops to quell civil insurrection, are a 
national disgr.ace. We should hang our 
heads in shame at our own negligence in 
permitting this dangerous development 
to spreaq beyond control. 

As one of two original signatories to 
the Atlantic Charter, we proclaimed to 
the world our dedication to the broad 
principles of humanity and justice enun
ciated in that document of liberty. Im
mediately after our entry into the war 
we became mutually bound_ with the 
other members of the United Nations to 
help each other in our common cause. 

The "four freedoms" are the keystone 
of our compact. In their name we have 
turned our national economy into the 
arsenal of democracy; in their name our 
flag is flying the seven seas, from the 
bleak shores of the Arctic Ocean to tlie 
southern rim of the globe; in their name 
we have trained and equipped and sent 
forth to battle the largest Army and Navy 
in our history. 

In the name of those same four free
doms we share in the heroic stand of the 
Russian people, and hope to benefit by 
the flood tide of Russian victory when she 
sweeps the beaten armies of Hitler from 
out of her territories. 

The magnificent struggle of the people 
of China, and the sacrifices which her 
men and women have made in the name 
of the four freedoms, against the mil
itary might of an invading army which 
has laid waste vast areas of her home
land, are an inspiration to all merr, ev
erywhere. We look to the colored races 
of Asia and Africa for support in this 
struggle of the democracies for survival. 
Without their wholehearted and com
plete support we cannot win. They 
have rallied to the banners of freedom. 

They, too, have pledged the'ir all in this 
fight for freedom. 

It cannot be denied tha't we have 
trifled with our chances for victory by 
the complacency with which we have 
countenanced the spread of racial dif
ferences in our midst. - This compla
cency must be supplanted by vigilance. 
This indifference must be replaced by 
serious concern; by righteous indigna
tion and alarm at distrust and hatreds 
which undermine our whole -national 
structure, and which can bring about 
its ultimate collapse. They are calcu
lated to create -chaos and · confusion at 
a time when our very existence as a 
nation depends upon our unity. While 
I am removed from the scenes of these 
disorders, and have no information from 
o:tficial sources as to their origin, I abhor 
the untimely occurrences of these man
ifestations of an alarming degree of dis
unity, which must brfng sorrow to the 
patriotic people of our Nation, and at the 
same time bring joy and satisfaction to 
the propagandists of the enemy. 

With morale in the Axis countries at 
a low ebb, and the experts prophesying 
the termination of the war by the end 
of the year, these outbreaks and clashes 
amongst our people give added stimulus 
to the propaganda chiefs in Japan and 
Germany. The stimulus thus provided 
to our enemy can possibly give them the 
necessary comfort and confidence to 
rouse their people to superhuman ef
forts in order to prolong the war. That 
is most unfortunate. 

These disturbances bear all of the 
familiar marks of subversive activity by 
Hitler's agents. The results certainly 
could not be more disastrous to our cause 
if they were personally directed by Hit
ler hilp.self. · This internal strife is part 
of the Nazi announced plan for subjec
tion of the world-a softening up process 
by which the strength which should be 
employed against the Nazi is dissipated 
by internal strife. Thus we have the 
sorry spectacle of our own armed sol
diers marching in the streets of Detroit 
to protect the lives of American citizens 
and the safety of American property, 
and our own people lie wounded and 
dead victims of our own guns. 

The full strength of our armed forces 
is needed on the battle fronts in foreign 
lands that we may keep our shores in
violate, that we may bring about an 
early victory. The energy and sacrifice 
which is expended in keeping order at 
home should be added to that being made 
in engagements against the ep.emy on 
the battlefronts of the world. It would 
shorten the war; it would help overcome 
our enemies and bring our boys home 
at an earlier date. Our boys on the 
battle fronts should command our every; 
ounce of energy. 

These pictures of American soldiers 
with drawn bayonets preserving order. 
on the streets of an American city ar~ 
of inestimable value to the enemy. That 
is what troubles me. 

We can be sure that the enemy prop
aganda agents are spreading accounts 
and ~pictures among the very people t6 
whom we must look for assistance, por1 
traying these riots and bloodshed, as aQ 
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example of unrest and dissatisfaction 
among the. American people. 

Our cause is just. We of the United 
Nations have pledged our all for the lib
eration and freedom of the common man. 
Freedom from want and freedom from 
ifear must be attained. at home if we are 
to wage war successfully for those ideals 
abroad. Our own people, all of t{lem, of 
every race, color and creed, must have 
an abiding faith in our dedication to the 
spiritual ideal that all humanity is .one, 
and that when the victory is achieved, 
there will be no bitterness, no hatred, no 
enslavement nor persecution of any man 
because of his race, color or creed. We 
must convince our own people that we are 
sincere when we repeat with the immortal 
Lincoln, the creed which inspired our 
founding. fathers, "All men- are created 
equal." 

It is the sacred duty of responsible 
leaders in all watks of life, particularly 
the leaders of religion, of labor and of 
industry, as well as our public officials 
to turn our people from these paths of 
hatred and differences to the paths of 
friendship and unity. It is obligatory on 
us to show the futility of strife and how 
it injures our Nation's cause, and helps 
the cause of Berlin and Tokyo. 

The wg,tchword of the hour is unity, 
becam:e it is only through unity that we 
can forge the links of victory. It is only 
through victory that the ideals of the 
"four freedoms" can become a reality 
here in the United States. Victory for 
the enemy means slavery for all of us. 

Let us therefore put forth every effort 
for the highest possible degree of nation
al unity. To do less would be to neglect 
our fighting battalions on democracy's 
far-flung battle fronts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
is open to further amendment. 

Mr. BUCK. Mr. President, this ap
propriation has included in it the sum 
of $205,000,000 for the organization and 
maintenance·of the Philippine Army. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The ap
propriation covers all the money re
quired to take care of our entire Army 
Establishment. The item in question is 

1 carried to take care of the Army of. the 
Philoppines just as soon as the islands 
are freed of Japanese domination. 

Mr. BUCK. There is an item of $~05,-
000,000 in it for the Philippine Army. 
Is that simply a carry-over? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The sum 
WF..s appropriated to maintain the Army 
of the Philippines and will be carried in 
each bill until such time as the Philip
pines are free again, so that at that time 
the funds will be available to rehabilitate 
and maintain the Army. 

Mr. BUCK. There is no Iner .. tion of 
that item in the bill that I find. There 
is set forth in the bill the appropriation 
of $100. - The report shows a carry-over 
of $205,000,000 for the Army of the Phil
ippines. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. There is 
no other way that funds may be con
stantly available for the maintenance of 
the Army of the Philippines, and until 
the islands are free again the funds car
ried will not be used. To fail to carry 

the item would no doubt be a serious 
blow to the morale of. the Filipino people. 

Mr. BUCK. That is a goodly sum. If 
it is not needed it might be stricken out. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. McCARRAN. I invite the atten

tion of the Senator from Oklahoma to the 
last item in the report, an item in which 
I am very much interested, because I 
happen to know the history connected 
with it. It is as follows: 

The committee recommend that the follow
ing proviso be stl'icken from the bill: "Pro
vided;, That appropriatiom:s in this act which 
are available for any expens~s incident to 
educating persons in medicine (including 
veterinary) or C!entistry shall be available 
only when · such persons cav complete in
struction in degree-granting colleges or uni
versities as students in such professions 
within 2 years, provided also that such stu
dents must be enlisted in the Army of the 
United States." 

I may say, Mr. President, in further
ance of my view on that subject, that I 
know as a mfttter of fact that many 
young men, and I take it young women 
also, in colleges and universities through
out the country, some of whom, for in
stance, have just completed their junior 
year in a particular cour~e. were induced 
to go into these professions, and to take 
up this work, looking forward to becom
ing students in medicine and dentistry in 
the Army. To cut these young men and 
young women of!, and say that they can
not have sustenance from the appropria
tions unless they are in the last 2 years 
of their courses, would be to render a 
great injustice to thousands of young 
persons in this country who are willing 
to study, and some of whom are now in 
the Army studying under this program. 
Some of them have been in the Army for 
a year, some for 6 months. To carry out 
the program which is now suggested by 
the heads of our Military Establishment, 
and cut these young people off, and say 
that they cannot have any support from 
the Government unles..s they can com
plete their courses within 2 years, would 
be to default in our promise made to 
these young people when they gave up 
their college courses. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. M:r-. 
President, the committee shared tbe 
viewpoint expressed by the Senator 
from Nevada and recommended that this 
limitation be stricken from the bill, and 
on Saturday last the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
is open to further amendment. If there 
be no further amendment, the question 
is on the engrossment of the amend
ments, and the third reading of the bill. 

The amendments were ordered to be 
engrossed, and the bill to be read a 
third time. 

The bill was Tead -the third time, and 
· passed. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I move 
that the Senate insist upon its amend
ments, request a conference with the 
House thereon, and that the Chair ap
point the conferees upon the part of the 
Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, before 
-the Chair niakes announcement with re-:. 
spect to the conferees I wish to say that 
the ratio with respect to majority and 
minority conferees orr the part of the 
Senate is 1% to 1 or 3 to 2. My atten..: 
tion was called earlier in ,1Jle day to the 
conferees appointed on the Post Office 
and Justice Department bill as being in 
ratio of 5 to 2. I shall discuss that 
matter a little later, and have the situa
tion corrected. At this time I wish to 
know if we are to have the same ratio of 
conferees as appointed on the other con
ference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Oregon realizes that it is 
the custom for the chairman of the sub
committee, the Senator in charge of the 
bill, to furnish the Chair with a list of 
conferees. 

Mr. McNARY. I appreciate that. 
The responsibility still remains with the 
occupant of the chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
proposed list which was furnished by 
the Senator 'from Oklahoma contains 
five majority members and two minority 
members. 

Mr. McNARY. That i$ not according 
to the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.- What 
does the Senator from Oregon suggest? 

Mr. McNARY. The ratio should be 
5 to 3 at least or 3 to 2. If it were 5 
to 3 I would not object. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, it is customary to place on 
conference committees representatives 
of legislative committees. As a rule 
members of legislative committees do not 
attend the sessions of the Appropriations 
Committee, 'Qut nevertheless that is the 
rule. I was going to ask that the Sen
ator from South Dakota [Mr. GuRNEY], 
the author o;f the only controversial 
amendment, be added to the list of con
ferees. 

He is the author of the amendment to 
strike out the limitation with respect to 
defense plants and the Defense Supplies 
Corporation. -

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, that 
would make the ratio 5 to 3, woul~. it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would. 
Mr. McNARY. I have no objection. 
ly.Ir. GURNEY. Mr. President, inad-

vertently, the Senator from Oklahoma 
said I was the author of the amendment 
to strike out the limitation with respect 
to the defense plants and the Defense 
Supplies Corporation. That amendment 
was not the one in which I was interest
ed. I am sure the Senator simply mis
spoke himself. I was interested in the 
other amendment which seeks to place a 
limit on the number of years during 
which soldiers can be given schooling in 
tbe Army. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chail announces the following list of 
conferees on the part of the Senate and 
trusts it will be satisfactory to the Sen
ate. The names of the conferees will be 
read by the clerk. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma, Mr. HAYDEN, .Mr. 

OVERTON, Mr. RUSS:I!:LL, Mr. REYNOLDS, Mr. 
BRIDGES, Mr. LODGE, and Mr. GURNEY. 
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INCREASE OF 

1

DEFE'NSE HOUSING 
APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of Senate bill 1109, Cal
endar No. 332. 
. The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to consider the bill 
<S. 1109) to increase by $400,000,000 the 
amount authorized to be appropriated 
for defense housing under the act of 
October 14, 1940, as amended; and for 
other purposes, which. had been re
ported from the Committee on Educa-

_tion and Labor, with an amendment, on 
page 3, after line 7, to strike out: 

SEc. 4. That the provisions' of section 3741 
of the ·Revised Statutes (U. S. C., title 4'1., 
sec. 22) and sections 114 and 115 of the 
Criminal Code of the United States (U.S. C., 
title 18, sees. 204 and 205) or of any other 
law shall not be construed to prevent any 
Member of or Delegate to Congress, or Resi
dent Commissioner, from )easing or renting 
any housing accommodations in the District 

·of Columbia, in the city of Alexandria, in 
Arlington County or Fairfax County in jhe 
Commonwealth of Virginia, or in Montgomery 
County, Prince Georges Connty, or Charles 
County, in the State of Maryland, owned or 
operated by the United States or in which 
1t has any interest and for the tenancy of 
which he and his family would otherwise be 
eligible. 

So as .to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., 
SECTION 1. That section 3 of the act en

'tiitled "An act to expedite the provision of 
housing in connection with national defense, 
and for other purposes/' approved October 14, 
1940, as amended, is amended by striking out 
••$1,200,000,000" and inserting in lieu thereof 
f''$1,600,000,000." 

SEc. 2. That section 3 of said act approved 
October 14, 1940, as amended, is amended by 
striking out the period at the end thereof 
and inserting in lieu thereof a colon and a 
further proviso, as follows: ''Provided further, 
That · the term 'administrative expenses' as 
used herein shall be deemed to include ad
ministrative expenses of the National Hous
ing Agency in connection with any functions 
performed by it with respect to priorities or 
allocations of materials relating to public or 
private housing for persons engaged in na .. 
tiona! defense · activities." 

SEc. 3. That se~ion 303 of s.aid act ap
proved October 14, 1940, as amended, is 
amended to read as follows: 

"SEc. 303. Moneys derived from rental or 
operation of property acquired or constructed 
under the provisions of this ·act, of Public 
Laws Nos. 9, 73, and 353, Seventy-seventh 
Congress, and of section 201 of the Second 
Supplemental National Defense Appropriation 
Act, 1941, as amended, shall be available for 
expenses of operation ana maintenance and 
expenses found necessary in the disposition 
of any such property or the removal of tem
porary housing by the Administrator, in
cluding the establishment of necessary re
serves therefor and administrative expenses in 
connection therewith: Provided, That not
Withstanding any other provision of law, 
moneys, derived by the Administrator from 
the rental or operation of any such property 
may be deposited in an appropriation ac
count or accoums in the Treasury: And prro
vided further, That except for necessary re
serves authorized by this act or by section 
201 of the Second Supplemental National 
Defense Appropriation Act, 1941, as amended, 
the unobligated balances of the moneys de
posited into the Treasury from the rental or 

operation of such property shall be covered 
at the end of each fiscal year into miscel
laneous receipts." 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield to me so that I may 
request unanimous consent that at this 
time the Senate take up a bill which 
came · over from the House, Rouse bill 
2520, a bill extending the provisions of 
the so-called pipe line bill? The bill 
must be passed by the Senate before to
morrow night. I have endeavored to ob
tain recognition in order to move that 
the Senate consider the bill. The In
terior Department is very anxious to 
have the bill passed. I ~ave spoken to 
both the majority leader and the mi
nority leader, and I think there iS" abso- ' 
lutely no objection to the bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent,,what would the bill do? 

Mr. WHEELER. It would extend for 2 
years the provisions of the so-called 
pipeline bill which would authorize the 
President by proclamation to permit 
certain pipe lines to be built. 

The committee held hearings on the 
bill, and the representative from the 
Petroleum Conservation Division stated 
it was necessary to have the bill passed 
if they were to -be able to build any 
more pipe lines. We asked him if at the 
present time he contemplated that any 
more would be built. He said they did 
not have any in contemplation, except 
one which the Sinclair Oil Co. was 
thinking of building from Chicago or 
Toledo, I think, and that because of that 
fact they probably might need the legis
lation, in order to permit them to obtain 
rights-of-way across the lands in some 
States in which at the present time they 
cannot condemn the lands. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. As the Sena
tor doubtless knows, there are very large 
sections of the country--

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
if there is to be discussion on the bill, I 
think I should not yield for that pur
pose; because we have been waiting for 
some time, and the consideration of the 
bills which t am to offer will not require 
very much time. After their <fonsidera
tion is completed there will be opportu
nity for discussion of other bills. -

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, the 
very distinguished Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. TAFT] advised me that he was fa
vorable to the bill but would desire to be 
present. He now is in a meeting of a 
conference committee which is consider
ing a bill which passed the Senate yester
day. If the Senator from Utah will de-

) scribe his bill there will be an opportunity 
for the Senator from Ohio to return to 
the Chamber. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
I sent a note to the Senator from Ohio, 
as he requested me to do, and I think 
he will be here immediately. The Sena
tor from Ohio is a member of the sub
committee whfch handled the bill. The 
chairman of the subcommittee is the 
junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. EL
LENDER]. who is ill, and not able to present 
the bill at this time. 

The bill would merely increase the 
amount of money which has already been 

I 

allowed to- the Defense Homes Corpora
tion for the building of defense houses. 
In 1943 and 1944 approximately 1,100,000 
persons will have to be housed. The bill 
provides for the housing of those persons. 

The bill would not change the primary 
law, except it would provide that the 
rentals and the fees which would be re
ceived would be returned to the Treas
ury; but in the meantime they could be 
used to aid in changing the houses, which 
primarily are defense houses, and, there
fore, are not suitable for use as more 
permanent structures in case the oppor
tunity for permanent use develops. The 
President of the United States sent to 
Congress a ·message which is included in 
the report. In the mess~we he suggested 
the proposed extension. The need is 
with us, as everyone knows. The hous
ing facilities of the country have been 
united under one head, with the e~cep
tion of the facilities which are handled 
under the Lanham Act. The bill is not 
in any sense related to that act, but has 
to do only with defense housing, a mat
ter which is entirely a part of the war 
effort. / . 

Mr. President, I think there is such 
complete understanding on the part ot 
all Members of the Senate that any fur
ther explanation is unnecessary. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I do not 
desire to interrupt the Senator in his 
remarks. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I shall be glad 
to be interrupted. 
/ Mr. McNARY. I thank the Senator. 

Let me ask what is the total amount 
which has been expended or loaned for 
this purpose? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. The first bill 
provided for $1,200,000,000. The $400,-
000,000 which would be added by the 
second bill would alfow the law to read 
"$1,600,000,000 for d~ense housing pur
poses." 
- Mr. McNARY. The "second bill" re
ferred to by the Senator is the bill the 
Senator is now discussing; is it? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Yes. The 
pending bill would increase the amount 
to $1,600,000,000. One billion two -hun
dred million dollars has alreaay been ap
propriated and has quite generally been 
allocated. 

Mr. McNARY. Of that vast sum, 
what Ptoportion does the Senator expect 
the Government will lose by reason of the 
venture? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. In theory, the 
Government should not lose on these 
defense housing projects; but in fact, 
we know the Government will lose on 
them. I may say very frankly to the 
Senator~nd this is my own opinion
that the fallacy which has been enter
tained all along with respect to defense 
housing projects of various kinds has 
been that the houses should be built in 
such a way ·as to be merely temporary 
structures. 

The problem which is facing the de
fense housing organization is-that pre
sented by priorities, allocations, and ma
terials. The organization is extending, 
and changing its plans to meet the situ
ation so that it will not run into conflict 
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with the demands for strategic mate
rials. 

Of course, the loss resulting from the 
program will not be so ..great as that in 
the case of other military programs, be
cause the houses will be used and will 
bring in certain returns all the time. Of 
course, the demand is very great. 

Mr. McNARY. I assume that many 
of these projects have simply a salvage 
value, as distinguished from a continu
ous or permanent value. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. .I will go fur-
ther than that and say that many of 
them have not even a salvage value, be
cause their construction is such that the 
salvage will not amount to very much. 
But wherever sewer systems have been 
put in for a project .• or wherever streets 
have been built for a project, a primary 
improvement of that kind will be of value 
to the community and to the country. 

l\1:r. McNARY. Is it tht opinion of the 
able Senator that thia will probably be 
the last claim of the War Department 
for funds for this purpose during the 
present year? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I think it will 
be for the present year. If the war con
tinues, there is no doubt in my mind 
that in 1945 it will become necessary to 
ask for more housing. 

Mr. McNARY. I appreciate the cour
tesy of the Senator. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the 
Sen~ tor yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I yield. 
Mr. TAFT. I heard the question of 

the Senator from Oregon. My own view 
is that in all probability there will be 
no more housing, simply because in 1944, 
so far as I know, there will be no further 
extension of manufacture. If there 
should be a further extension of manu
facture, undoubtedly more housing 
would be required; but as I understand, 
the War Department program has prac
tically come to an · end as far as the ex
pans~on of manufacturing facilities is 
concerned. This is calculated on the 
present program of expansion. In the 
absence of any further expansion, I 
should expect this to be the last bill au
thorizing further housing. Further
more, I somewhat doubt whether the 
$400,000,000 will all be needed this year. 
I think we can leave to the Appropria
tions Committee the question of whether 
$200,000,000 or $300,000,000 may be 
enough. I thought we should be fairly 
liberal in authorization, so that we might 
avoid any possible future necessity for 
a further authorization bill. I hope we 
can say pretty definitely that this is the 
last bill on war housing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The . 
question is on ~greeing to the amend
ment reported by the committee. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
let me ask the Senator from Utah if this 
bill has any relationship to the construc
tion of general community facilities, 
such as schools, in the war-industry 
areas? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I think not. 
This is purely a defense housing bill. 
I believe the Senator is asking about the 
Lanham Act funds, which do provide 
facilities of various kinds. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. This is unrelated 
to that class of projects? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Yes. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I am 

informed that the bill to which the Sen
ator from Michigan refers has not as 
yet been reported. 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, there 
is now pending before the Committee on 
Publlc Building-s and Grounds a bill 
which has passed the House, and which 
would proVide an additional $200,000,-
000 for community facilities. The first 
hearings were held on the bill this morn
ing. They will continue tomorrow. Of 
course, there is a very close relationship 
between the two measures, not legisla
tively, but because of the need fer com
munity facilities if the housing program 
is to be carried through. 

Mr. TAFT. None of the money in this 
bill could be used for community facili
ties, or for anything except housing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend
ment report€d by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill S. 1109 was ordered to be en

grossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

CARE OF CHILDREN OF MOTHERS 
EMPLOYED IN WAR AREAS 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration ·of Senate bill 1130, Cal
endar No. 372. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be stated by title for the informa
tion of the Senate. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (S. 
1130) to provide for care of children of 
mothers employed in war areas in the 
United States, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, the 
Senator spoke to me about this bill, as 
did the able Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
TAFT), and also Mr. Charles Taft. Was 

. this bill, in some other form, before the 
Senate earlier in the session? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. This bill is 
not a substitute in a legislative sense, but 
is a substitute for the bill introduced by 
the Senator from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN]. 
The bill was submitted to the various de
partments interested, and this is the 
result of the study., after the Senate re
fused to make an appropriation in con
nection with an appropriation bill. 

Mi.' McNARY. I was attempting to 
revive my memory. I thought the Sen
ator from Arizona had introduced a bill 
covering the same objective. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. That is true. 
Mr. McNARY. That was rejected by 

the Senate, was it not? 
Mr. THOMAS of Utah. No; the bill 

was not rejected. The rejection came 
about in this way: There was an item in 
one of the appropriation bills for which 
there had not been legislation. The Sen
ator from Arizona therefore introduced 
a bill which would provide the legislation. 
The recommendation came from the 
President, through the Budget. Because 
of the legislative situation, the S~enator 
from Arizona introduced his bill. The 

bill was sent to the Committee on Edu
cation and Labor and this is a substitute 
for it. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, the only 
time this question was before the Senate 
was when it was attempted to attach a 
rider providing.for this appropriation to 
an appropriation bill, and I think on the 
objection of the distinguished Senator 
from Oregon ·[Mr. McNARY] that . item 
was rejected as b€ing legislation on an 
appropriation bill. Our committee was 
practically instructed to prepare a proper 
authorization bill. That has now been 
done. In the interval the Senator from 
Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN] also introduced a 
bill, but it was never considered by the 
Senate. This is a substitute for it. 

Mr. McNARY. I am very happy to 
have the explanation. That is what I 
had in mind. It met defeat in the Senate 
in some form or other. I recall that I 
raised the point of order that it was legis
lation on an appropriation bill. As I 
understand, this is the authorization bill. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. That is cor
rect. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. Pres
ident, I have not had an opportunity to 
study the bill or the report. It seems to 
me to be a most comprehensive plan, and 
a new plan for Federal assistance in social 
matters. I -notice on _page -3, as I hur-

. riedly read the bill, that it provides as 
follows: · 

(b) A State plan f{)r extended school serv• 
ices shall be submitted by the State educa• 
tional agency. Such State plan may pro
vide for n,ursery school, before-school and 
after-school care, health services for children 
and other auxiliary s~vices necessary to as .. 
sure proper use of extended school services 
and to safeguard children receiving care 
under the plan. Such services and care shall 
be administered by or through public-school 
systems designated in the plan for such pur· 
pose and may be rendered or conducted by 
public or nonprofit private-school systems. 

It seems to me that this bill contem
plates an extraordinarily large program, 
and· one which should be given a great 
deal of consideration and careful thought 
before we engage in it. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
the bill has been given a great deal of con
sideration, and I am sure a great deal of 
care. Extensive hearings were held, and 
witnesses appeared. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Are the 
hearings printed? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Yes; the hear
in~s are printed-and are available. 

The statement of the Senator from 
Colorado as to the comprehensive nature 
of the bill is correct. It provides for co
operation between Federal Government 
agencies which have been in existence for 
a long time and State agencies which 
have been in existence for a long time. 
I think it is hardly correct to say that 
the bill is entirely new in its nature. It 
calls for cooperation on the part of the 
Child Welfare Division, which has been , 
in the Department of Labor for a gen
eration. 

The theory of the bill is that the vari
ous agencies which are already in exis
tence-State educational systems and 
private educational systems-can fur
nish the necessary requirements for 

. I 
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nurseries for certain kinds of child care. 
The need grows out of the war- effort. 
The bill is a war bill. It would come to 
an end 6 months after the end of the 
war. It is the pressing need of the emer
gency which has brought it into exist
ence. The genius of the bill comes from 
the fact that all the agencies, both in 
the States and in the Federal Govern
ment, which can turn to this activity 
have turned to it. 

Perhaps better than in any other bill 
YJe have had in connection with the warr 
.effort, the theory of the pending bill 
represents complete cooperation between 
the State institutions; both public and 
private, and the Federal institutions, for 
the care of children. The need is ex
ceedingly great. While Jth?r institu
t ions and agencies of government have 
€stablished nurseries and have done good 
y;ork, there is no conflict between them. 
There would be an expansion of· that 
which has been done, and a general 
bringing together of the agencies which 
are already in existence. Because of a 
lacl{ of funds, some have neglected to 
take advantage ·of their opportunities in 
contributing· to the welfare of the chil
dren of mothers who are in industry. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. 
President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I yield. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I notice 

that the bill was placed upon th~ cal
endar only yesterday, June 28. At a 
late hour, after the Senate has passed 

'- upon appropriation bills, and other im-
. portant legislation, the S2nator now 

brings forward a bill of this character. 
Usually a bill which would be brought 
up under such conditions would be a 
noncontroversial bill, which would ordi
narily pass by unanimous consent. 
However, Mr. President, I do not look 
upon this bill as being in that category. 
The bill may be a splendid one, and it 
may be necessary. It may be that some 

. emergency requires its early passage. I 
doubt if any State now has any plan 
whereby it could qualify itself to operate 
under this bill. Perhaps many ~tates 
would neetl to enact legislation before 
they could meet the requirements of the 
bill. I feel that the bill is one which 
should not be enacted at the present 
tim"'e. I think the Senate should be put 
on some notice that a bill of such im
portance is to come before the Senate 
so that hearings may be reviewed by 
Senators who are interested in the sub
ject. Senators should have the oppor
tunity of inquiring into the nature of 
the bill, what it proposes to do, how it 
proposes to operate, and what its effect 
will be upon the country and the differ
ent States. I hope the Senator will not 
p"ress for the passage of the bill today·. 
I may be in favor of it after I have stud
ied it, but today I should be very much 
opposed to l.laving it passed. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
all that the Senator has said is true ex
cepting for the fact that the Senator 
from Utah assumed there would be no 
cpposition to the bi1l because of the way 
in whicl:\ it was handled, the way in 
which it was presented to the Senate in 
the first place. The Hayden amend
ment was offered. The measure was re-

ferred to the committee. Long hearings 
were held upon it. The bill is of an emer- · 
gtmcy nature. If there be opposition 
to the bill, it comes about by reason 
of misunderstanding. 'fhere are those 
who have felt that it would be better to 
continue the Lanham Act theory. I have 
no objection to continuing the Lanham 
Act theory of direct grants to the States 
without going through the medium of 
State cooperation. However, there is in 
reality no conflict between the way the 
bill would function and the way the 
Lanham Act functions in the conduct of 
nurseries ·and the care of children. The 
bill would make it possible to expand and 
use the agencies in the States in such a 
way that children would actually be ben
efited. We would not be required to 
deal with that terrible problem which 
~lways arises after a war, namely, the 
neglect ot. children which brings great 
injury, of course, to any community of 
any nation as the result of a war. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. 1 I yield. 
Mr. McCARRAN. I join the Senator 

from Colorado in the request -that the 
bill go over. This subject was considered 
before the · Appropriations Committee. 
I am not unmindful at this time o! the 
way in wh~ch the committee voted tore
port the bill. As I recall, there was 
opposition to it in the,.... committee. I 
should like to check on that, however, 
before making the statement positive. 
By what I believe was a majority of the 
full committee the chairman was au
thorized to offer an amendment on the 
floor which was considered to be legisla
tion. As the Senator will recall, it was 
deferred at that time. However, in view 
of the nature of the proposed legislation 
and the many objections which lie 
_against legislation of this nature, I join 
with the Senator from Colorado in re
questing that-the bill go over for a reason
able time in. order that we may have an 
·oppor'cunity of studying it. 
· Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. Presi
dent, after consultation with the leaders, 
I assumed that the bill would not be con
troversial in its nature. I can do noth
·ing, ·of course, but accede to the request 
of the Senator frorp Colorado, ana the 
Senator from Nevada, and allow the bill 
to go over for future consideration. 
However, I trust that the Senate will act 
upon it soon. The need is great. If we 
do not make the necessary appropria
tions for these people many months will 
pass, and in the meantime a £reat in
jury will be- done to the mothers who are 
offering their s_ervices to the country; as 
well a.s to the children. 

· Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, before the 
bill goes over I should like to make a re
mark with respect to it. I have support
ed the measure because I believe it meets 
the requirements which a bill of this 
nature should be designed to meet. In 
the first place, it €Xpires with the war, at 
the termination of the war. When the• 
bill comes up I should like to offer an 
amendment which would make the meas
ure expire with the termination of hos
tilities instead of termination of the war. 
However, that is a comparatively unim
portant matter. 

In the' first place, the bill would operate 
entirely through the States and would 
not set up a Federal agency throughout 
the United States. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield ?r 

Mr. TAFT. I yield. 
Mr. McCARRAN. That is a question in 

which some of us are very much inter
ested, and as to which we sh<>uld like to 
be entirely certain. 

Mr. TAFT. I will state frankly wha:t 
the difficulty is. The W. P. A., with
out any legislative authority, set up or, 
supported nursery schools in many sec
tions of the United States. In my opin
ion it did so without any legislative au
thority whatsoever. It is spending a 
considerable amount of money in operat
ing those schools. The W. P. A. will 
terminate on the 1st of July. It is 
therefore important that there be some 
legislation provided by the 1st of July 
to determine whether these nursery 
schools shall be continued. The present 
bill provides for their operation through 
the States. There are many persons 
who wish to maintain direct Federal 
assistance throughout the United States 
and, incidentally, the personnel of the 
former \V. P. A. desires to maintain it 
in order that that personnel may have 
something to. do throughout tlle United 
States instead of'being dissolved as they 
are supposedly being dissolved by pro
visions of appropriation acts, and other 
legislative enactments of Congress. That 
question arises. I believe the work 
should , be performed through the 
States instead of through ·. any direct 
Federal plan. The same question will 
arise, in the case of the community 
facilities bill under the Lanham Act. 
The W. P. A. is again endeavoring to 
assume the obligation of distributing the 
money req~ired for the ma~ntenance of 
schools throughout the United States 
by direct Federal action. 

It seems to me that the work should be 
performed under the Lanham Act, 
through State boards of education. We 
have had before us many §tate directors 
of education urging that it be done 
through the States. That issue arises 
certainly in connection with the bill re
ferred to, although I think both the Ap
propriations Committee and the Com~ 
mittee on Education and Labor have ap
proved the bill in its present form. 

I think that if women are to work in 
defense industries, if they are to lie called 
upon to work, we must make some pro
vision for taking care of the children, 
p,articularly the younger ones, V:hen the 
women are working in the factories. 
Otherwise the mothers will not work, and 
we wm not have the womanpower nec
essary to fill the vacancies in the war
proAuction plants. 

There are today in nearly every city 
in the country exceedingly difficult prob
lems involving juvenile delinquency, 
which is increasing by leaps and bounds, 
and for which some provision should be 
made. The bill operates as to the young
er children through the Children's Bu
reau, it operates so far as the older chil
dren are concerned through the schools 
and through the United States Office of 
Education. The Unit9d States Office of 
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Education works through the State 
boards of education, and the Children's 
Bureau works through the State welfare 
agencies. It seems to me the matter can 
be worked out soundly, and the best 
solution we have can be presented. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, 
will the Senator from. Utah yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I yield. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE . ., I should simply 

like to make an appeal to Senators who 
have asked that the proposed legisla
tion go over, that they give it their im
mediate consideration. I assure them 
that, in my humble opinion, it would be 
nothing short of tragic if Congress 
should adjourn or take a recess without 
enacting legislation on this subject. 
Congress will have to accept responsi
bility if such an unfortunate event 
should occur, with the continued rise in 
the alarmin~ c:mdition of delinquency 
among the youth of this Nation. Con
ditions have reached such a point, in my 
opinion, that it is absolutely necessary 
that some sound action be taken on this 
question. 

So far as I know, the bill has received 
a unanimous report from the Committee 
on Education and Labor, after careful 
consideration of the whole problem in
volved. Naturally a bill cannot be re
ported which will be satisfactory to 
everyone, and the fact that the Senator 
from Ohio suggested that there is a go
ing concern operating in this field at the 
present time means that it has friends 
who would like to see it continued. But 
I believe we should take action on the 
subject at the earliest possible moment, 
and I hope Senators who have asked that 
the bill go over will give it their imme
diate consideration. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
I shall try to bring the bill before the 
Senate as soon as I can, and I urge Sen
ators who have not wanted to consider 
it at the present time to give it earnest 
study. 

I merely desire to add that the Com
mittee on Education and Labor has asked 
time and time again of au the agencies 
of Government interested in the bill that · 
they consult and work together, and we 
brought about unity of action, so far as 
the regular agency of the Government 
was concerned. When we came to the 
end of the P. W. A., this ~.>ill became 
necessary. 

As a war etfort, there is probably no 
more pressing legislation. We all know 
that without the help of the mothers in 
the industries, we probably would not 
have had the manpower essential for the 
needs of the Nation, and the children of 
mothers should not be neglected. They 
may be sorely neglected after July 1 if 
legislation such as that proposed by the 
bill we are discussing does not come into 
being. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Has the Sen
ator from Utah withdrawn his motion 
for consideration? 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. The Senator 
from Utah withdraws his motion for im
mediate consideration of the bill. 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREE ON DEPART
MENT OF LABOR AND FEDERAL SE
CURITY AGENCY APPROPRIATION BILL 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, earlier 
in the day I very faintly complained 
about the ratio of conferees on war estab
lishment appropriation conferences, and 
that was corrected. I stated then the 
ratio as 3 to 2, or 1% to 1, agreed upon 
by the conference between the Senate 
majority and minority. 

My attention has been called to the 
appointment of the conferees on the bill 
making appropriations for the Depart
ment of Labor and the Federal Security 
Agency, I observe that there are five 
D8mocrats appointed on the conference 
and two Republicans. Of course, that 
is far from the proper ratio. I am not 
attempting to be political; I give political 
considerations very little thought when 
it comes to the matter of conferences, but 
to maintain the ratio, in all fairness an
other Republican should be appointed on 
this conference, which still would not 
bring the number up to the mathematical 
ratio agreed upon, but would make it 
5 to 3. 

I ask for a modification of the order, 
and that the Republican Senator on the 
subcommittee next in line, the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. REED], be ap
pointed. 

Mr. McCARRAN. I have no objection. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob

jection, the junior Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. REED] is appointed a conferee on 
the part of the Senate. 
AMENDMENT OF VOCATIONAL REHABILI

TATION ACT-CONFERENCE REPORT 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE submitted the fol
lowing report: 

The committee of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
2536) to amend the act entitled "An act to 
provide for the promotion of- vocational re
habilitation of persons disabled in industry 
or otherwise and their return to civil employ
ment," approved June 2, 1920, as amended, 

_and for other purposes, having met, after 
full and free conference, have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their re
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its' Blmend
ments numbered 3, 4, and 5. 

That the House recede from its disagree
ment to the amendments of the Senate num
bered 1, 2, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 
19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, and 30, 
and agr.ee to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 11, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted 
by' the Senate amendment insert the follow
ing: "and medical examinations where neces
sary to determine eligibility for vocational 
rehabilitation, the nature of rehabilitation 
services required, or occupational limitations, 
in the case"; and the Senate agree t<J the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 18: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted 
by the Senate amendment insert the follow-

lng: "establishing such facilities and furnish
ing such";· and the Senate agree to the same. 

ELBERT D. THOMAS, 
ROBERT M. LA FOLLETI'E, Jr., 
ALLEN J. ELLENDER, 
ROBERT A. TAFT, 
GEORGE D. AIKEN, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
GRAHAM A. BARDEN, 
EDWARD J. HART, 
JOHN LESINSKI, 

Managers on the :part of the House. 

The report was agreed to. 
INTERSTATE PETROLEUM PIPE LINES 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate pro
ceed to the consideration of House bill 
2520, which is on the calendar. This is 
the bill which I stated a few moments ago 
is for the purpose of extending the act 
known as the Pipe Line Act. The act will 
expire tomorrow night, and it is impor
tant that if it is to be passed at all, it be 
passed at this time. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, reserving the right to object, I 
should like to have the Senato-r from 
Montana explain the bill. There are 
some of us in the Senate, and there is a 
large section of the population of the 
country, who have regarded the activities 
of the Petroleum Coordinator for War 
with very great misgiving. We realize 
that he has been so surrounded by the big 
oil companies that he has his statf made 
up almost exclusively of representatives 
of such companies as the Standard of Cal
ifornia, 9.nd other big oil companies, and 
I do not want to extend any more au
thority than is necessary to the Petro
leum Coordinator for War. 

Furthermore, I am growing tired of the 
practice of the Interior Department and 
the crowd there always rushing in on the 
very last day, at the 59th minute of the 
11th hour, and saying, "You have to pass 
this bill extending this act because the 
law will expire in 15 or 20 minutes." 

It seems to me these matters should 
be taken up at the proper time, and not 
brought in as emergency measures. 

As I have said, I should like to have 
the Senator from Montana explain the 
bill. I do not wish to impede any war 
etfort; I am merely expressing the fears 
and doubts a great. many people have 
about the petroleum administration. 

Mr. PEPPER. Vvill the, Senator from 
Montana tell us the number of the bill? 

The VICE PRESIDENT; The bill will 
b.e stated by title. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (H. R. 
2520) to amend the act entitled "An act 
to facilitate 'the construction, extension, 
or completion of interstate petroleum 
pipe lines related to national defense, 
and to promote interstate commerce," 
approved July 30, 1941. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, this 
bill was introduced in the House on May 
24 last, and lengthy hearings were held 
before the Co-mmittee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, and it was discussed 
very thoroughly in the committee. The 
bill was amended as had been proposed 
by Secretary Ickes, by inserting certain 
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provisions which restricted some of the 
things the Interior Department origi
nally wanted. 

I shall not read the definitions in the 
act which the bill would extend, but in 
section 2 it is provided: 

SEc. 2. Wha.never the President finds that 
the construction of any pipe line for the 
transportation and/or distribution of petro
leum or petroleum products moving in inter
state commerce, or the extension or comple
tion of any such pipe line already wholly or 
partly constructed, it. or may be necessary for 
national-defense purposes, he shall by proc
lamation declare such finding. 

SEc. 3. In case the construction, extension, 
or completion of any ·such pipe line is under.:. 
taken otherwise than as provided in section 

• 4, the p~rson or persons undertaking' such 
construction, extension, or completion may 
acquire sucll· land or interests in land, in
cluding rights-of-way or easements, by the 
exercise of the right of eminent domain, as, 
in the opinion of the President, may be ntc
essary for such purposes, and for purposes 
of operatipn and maintenance of such pipe 
line. 

I will state the original purpose of the 
act. It was proposed to construct a pipe 
line through Georgia. There is a pro
vision of the Georgia State statute pro- 1 

hibiting condemnation of land for pipe
line pm·poses. The railroads at that 
time objected to having their lines of 
ral~road crossed by pipe lines. One rea
son for passage of the act was the ex
istence of this State law. Another rea
son was that condemnation laws differ 
so widely in the various States that dur
ing the· war matters could be tied up 
indefinitely if legislation of this char
acter were not enacted. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, I shall not object to the considel'a
tion of the bill at this time, but I reP.eat 
that a great many persons have had a 
feeling of distrust because of the atti
tude of Petroleum Coordinator Ickes to
ward some of the gig oil companies. It 
is a disgrace. To begin~ with, there is 
a man named Davies who really runs 
the agency. He receives $51,000 from 
the Standard Oil Co. and $9_,000 from the 
Government. If the amount of payment 
were reversed, and he were to receive 
$51,000 from the G6vernment and $9,000 
from the oil company, we would obtain 
better service from him tomorrow. I do 
not think there is -any question that Mr. · 
Ickes; whole attitude toward the big oil 
companies -·building these pipe lines in 
the Texas field largely controlled by the 
f>ig oil companies is calculated after the 
war to give the big oil companies the 
pipe lines for nothing. When they ob
tain restoration of tanker service from 
Gulf ports to the Atlantic ports, the big 
oil companies will have the independent 
oil companies, particularly in the mid
continent :field, under their control. 

I think this extension of right of con
demnation is probably necessary. I did 
wish, however, to repeat my observations 
about the way in which this whole office 
has been pro;:;tituted to the service of 
the big oil companies. 

Mr. WHEELER. I should be opposed 
to such legislation if it were not neces
sary to transport oil to the eastern sea-

- , 
board, and the only way that can be 
done in any reasonable time is in the 
manner suggested. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Let me say 
to the Sei}ator from Montana that a 
delegation of Senators, including some 
Members of the Senate who know more 
about the oil business in a minute than 
Secretary Ickes would know in a year, 

, such as the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
MooRE], completely demonstrated to Mr. 
Ickes by facts and figures from official 
sources that it would be very much more 
beneficial to the service of supply for 
the eastern seaboard to build the eastern 
leg of the proposed pipeline :first, and 
leave the southwestern leg to be served 
by railroads, than it would otherwise, 
and Mr. Ickes, after apparently being 
convinced by these arguments, which 
were unanswerable, permitted Mr. Dav
ies and Major Parten and that crowd 
from the big oil companies, to influence 
him to decide otherwise .• 
. Mr. WHEELER. That matter was 
gone into and discussed very thoroughly 
in the committee, because the Senator 
from Oklahoma [Mr. MoORE] and the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. REED] were 
both present when the matter ·came up 
for discussion. The same criticism 
which the Senator from Missouri has di-

'rected against this proposal was directed 
in the committee. However, those lines 
have now been completed, at least one 
of them has been, and the other will be 
completed, as I understand, by the E::nd 
of the year. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. But we do 
not know what the big oil companies 
will try to grab off next. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield. 
Mr. PEPPER. Reserving the right to 

object, I want to make a brief comment 
about this measure. We all have our 
weaknesses, we all have our predelic
tions. I think Mr. Ickes in that respect, 
therefore, is quite human. . But if I ever 
saw a man who is zealous for a cause 
it is the Secretary of the Interior for 
any cause which he may chance to em-
brae~ · 

Consequently when Secretary Ickes 
was designated as the Petroleum Admin
istrator for War, and when he was given 
charge of the construction of pipe lines 
under certain conditions, Mr. Ickes, with 
his usual zeal and enthusiasm, imme
diately took as his prime mission in life 
to construct a pipe line everywhere any
body would let him build one. So upon 
every occasion, to the exclusion of any 
other method of transportation for pe
troleum, Mr. Ickes. advocated a pipe tine. 

Mr. President, I want to be sure that 
there is no Messianic mission in this bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. I did not catch that 
remark, Mr. President. 

Mr. PEPPER. - I ' want to be sure that 
Mr. Ickes is not made the Messiah of pipe 
lines in this bill, so that he will not con
sider that the authority which has been 
conferred upon him has amounted to the 
declaration of the · Congress that the 
prime mission which he is to employ in 
life is to build pipe lines everywhere he 

can possibly find pipe lines not in exist
ence. 

I am one of those who believe that Mr. 
Ickes has done a disservice to the trans
portation of petroleum bS> his overzeal for 
pipe lines. I know that he has not only 
assumed the authority which the act con
fers upon him to build pipe lines but he 
has tried to keep any other method of 
transporting petroleum from being pro
vided-at least, if it happened to be 
waterway development. I am confident, 
Mr. President, that if the able Senator 
from Montana were to amend the bill so 
as to give the Secretary of the Interior 
jurisdiction over inland waterways, and 
that provision were to become law, to
morrow Mr. Ickes would propose to dou
ble all the inland waterways in the United 
States. We can be sure of that. He is 
for anything he has control of. · Let 
there be no mistake about that. 

Mr. President, I wish to say that I 
regard this as permissive authority which 
is conferred upon Secretary Ickes. I 
suppose ·we got along some way or an
other when we did not have pipe lines, 
or Secretary Ickes, and probably we can 
get along without building a pipe line 
everywhere in the United States, even 
with Secretary Ickes. 

I think Secretary Ickes has been in
tellectually dishonest in withholding 
from the Congress information about 
the facillties which were available for 
the movement of petroleum to the At
la~ic seaboard of the United States. A 
little while ago when there was a water
way proposal before Congress he sent 
his representative before the Rivers and 
Harbors SUbcommittee of the House Ap-

' propriations Committee, and . that rep
resentative made a statement to .the 
committee which influenced its action, 
that we would have sufficient quantities 
of petroleum on the Atlantic seaboard 
by the facilities that Mr. Ickes was pro
viding. 

After the committee had acted upon 
that advice, to which it had a right to 
-give credence, Mr. Ickes repudiated the 
statement and said that of course we 
would not have sufficient facilities to 
bring an adequate quantity of petroleum 
to the Atlantic seaboard. 

Then ·when the same . proposal was 
pending before the Senate Appropria
tions subcommittee, the chairman of 
which was the able Senator from Okla
home [Mr. THOMAS], Secretary Ickes' 
representatives refused to disclose to that 
subcommittee full data as-- to what de
mands there would be on the Atlantic 
seaboard for the petroleum supplies 
there. Not only that, but Mr. Ickes' rep
resentative injected himself into the con
troversy not only to advocate pipe lines 
but to oppose alternative methods of 
transportation which were suggested, in 
the face of the express limitation in the 
Executive order making him Petroleum 
Administrator for War, which denied him 
authority over the subject of the trans
portation of petroleum, that function 
having been given to the Office of De
fense Transportation. However, of 
course, Mr. Ickes abserbs and assumes 
every authority which it is permiss:b~e 
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by any stretch of power and authority 
for him to assume. Inasmuch as Mr. 
Eastman is a mild-mannered man, 
whereas Mr. Ickes is a man who, in ex
pressing himself, always demonstrates 
the possession of a great many vitamins, 
of course Mr. Ickes always noses out the 
rather mild-mannered and timid Mr. 
Eastman, and, in the face of express 
Presidential negative, assumes authority 
over the transportation of petroleum. 

The result is that the Atlantic sea
board continues to be short of petroleum, 
and Mr. Ickes' estimates continue to fall 
short of the facts. 

I think it should be understood that 
if the bill is to be 1enewed, Mr. Ickes will 
merely be given a permissive authority, 
and will not be designated by the Con
gress as the white knight whose putpose 
will be to build a pipe line anywhere in 
the United States that the dictates of his 
cupidity, fancy, or folly may lead him to 
desire to construct one. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I am 
sorry the Senator from Florida has seen 
fit to criticize a member of the President's 
Cabinet; because when the Senator from 
.Florida criticizes a member of the Cab
inet there must be something quite bad 
about him. However, I desire to say 
about Mr. Ickes that he is a very able ex
ecutive, and his honesty cannot be ques-
tioned by anyone. · 

Let me sar to the Senator from Flor
ida that before Mr. Ickes could act, he 
would be required to obtain a proclama
tion from the President of the United 
States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection to the unanimous-consent re
quest of the Senator from Montana for 
tht;) present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill 
<H. R. 2520 > to amend the act entitled 
"An act to facilitate the construction, ex
tension, or completion of interstate pe
troleum pipe lines related to national de
fense, and to promote interstate com
merce," approved July 30, 1941, was con
sidered, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

AUTHORIZATION FOR APPROPRIATIONS 
COMMITTEE TO REPORT BILLS 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, first, 
I desire to obtain unanimous consent 

· that, during the recess or adjournment 
of the Senate following today's session, I 
may report from the Committee on Ap
propriations the bill on appropriations 
for the war agencies, so that the Senate 
will be able to consider it tomorrow. 
During the recess of the Senate between 
now and tomorrow, I desire to report the 
war agencies appropriations bill, which, 
in my judgment, will be ready in time to 
be reported before the Senate meets to
morrow. 

The A_ppropriations Committee also 
has before it a deficiency appropriation 
bill which may be ready in time to be 
reported before tomorrow. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, in the 
face of the necessity which confronts us, 
I have no other course to pursue except 
to do the unusual, and say, "All right." 

Mr. McKELLAR. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. McNARY. The two bills must pass 

the Senate by tomorrow night; is that 
correct? 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is correct. 
Mr. McNARY. When will the Senator 

report the bill? Will he report it today? 
1\11'. McKELLAR. No; not until to

morrow. 
Mr, McNARY. So that it will be pos

sible to take up the bill at 11 o'clock to
morrow morning; is that correct? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes. 
Mr. McNARY. And the deficiency bill 

will follow? 
Mr. McKELLAR. Yes. 
Mr. McNARY. Will that end all the 

appropriation bills? . 
Mr. McKELLAR. That will end all the 

appropriation bills, we hope. Th=re are 
one or two which have not finally been 
agreed upon, but we hope to get all of 
them through. 

Mr. McNARY. How many conference 
reports remain to be agreed to? 

Mr. McKELLAR. There is a confer
ence report which is ready to be pre
sented as soon as the pending matter is 
disposed of. As soon as we shall have 
disposed of the pending matter, I shall 
present the conference report, if I may 
do so. 

Mr. McNARY. How many conference 
reports remain to be agreed to, in addi
tion to the one the Senator refers to? 

Mr. McKELLAR: There will be one on 
appropriations for the war agencies, and 
another one on the appropriation bill 
for the Department of Labor and Federal 
Security Agency. 

Mr: McNARY. Is it the judgment of 
the very capable Senator that it will be 
possible for the Senate to dispose of the 
appropriation bills and all the conference 
reports by tomorrow night? 

Mr. McKELLAR. We hope to do so. 
Barring accidents, we may be able to do 
so. Of course, in the last several days, 
I have been defeated on two conference 
reoorts. I am about to make the at
temot again. in a few minutes, in pre
senting another conference report. I 
will stick out my neck and, if necessary, 
will take a third licking by the Senate. · 

Mr. McNARY. Let me conclude by 
inquiring whether the hearings on the 
war agencies appropriations bill have 
been printed. 
"' Mr. McKELLAR. No. They will be 
ready by tomorrow. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr-. President, let me 
see if the unanimous-consent request 
covers sufficient ground. I understand 
that the Senator from Tennessee has re
quested that the Committee on Appropri
ations be authorized to submit reports 
on any bills it has ready to report during 
the recess of the Senate, between the 
hour of recess today and the hour of 
meet~ng tomorrow. Is that correct? 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is correct. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob

jection, the request of the Senator from 
Tennessee is agreed to. 
ESTABLISHMENT OF A WOMEN'S ARMY 

CORP&-CQNFERENCE REPORT 

Mr. REYNOLDS submitted the follow
ing report: 

The committee· of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 495) 
to establish a Women's Army Auxiliary corps 
for service in the Army of.the United States, 
having met, after full and free conference, 

have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amend
ment numbered 8. 

That the Senate recede from its disagree
ment to the amendments of the House num
bered 4, 5, 6, and 7, a~d from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Hou~e to the title 
of the bill; and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the Senate 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the House numbered 1, and agree to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: In 
lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by 
the House amendment insert the following: 

"That there is hereby established in the 
Army of the United States, for the periQd of 
the present war and for six months thereafter 
or for such shorter period as the Congress by 
concurrent resolution or the President by 
proclamation shall prescribe, .a component to 
be known as the 'Women's Army Corps•. 
The total number of women enlisted or ap
pointed in the Women's Army Corps shall not 
exceed the number authorized from time to 
time by the President." 

And the House agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 2: That the Senate 

recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the House numbered 2, and agree to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter proposed to te inserted 
by the House amendment insert the follow
ing: 

"The enlisted personnel of such corps shan 
consist of women of excellent character in 
good physical health, who are enlisted in the 
Army of the United States under the provi
sions of the last t:iaragraph of section 127a 
of the National Defense Act, as amended (54 
Stat. 213), and who are on the date of such 
enlistment citizens of the United States be
tween the ages of twenty and tifty years.'' 

And the House agree to the qame . . 
Amendment numbered 3: That the Senate 

recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the House numbered 3, and agree to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: In 
lieu of the rna tter proposed to be inserted by 
the House amendment insert the following: 

"The commanding officer of such corps 
shall be a colonel and such officers of lower 
rank shall be appointed as the Secretary -of 
War may prescribe: Provided, That physicians 
and nurses shall not be enlisted in this corps: 
And provilled further, That commissioned 
officers and noncommissioned officers of the 
Women's Army Corps shall exercise command 
only over women of the Women's Army Corps 
and other members of the Army of the United 
States specifically placed under their com
mand." 

And the House agree to the same. 
RoBT. R. REYNOLDS, 
ELBERT D. THOMAS, 

/ EDWIN C. JOHNSON, 
STYLES BRIDGES, 

Manager~ on the part of the Senate. 
ANDREW J. MAY, 
R. E. THOMASON, 

MATT'".dEW J. MERRITT, 
Managers on the part of the Rouse. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, I ·ask 
unanimou::; consent that the Senate pro
ceed to the consideration of the report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I suggest the 
absence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk C8Jled the roll, 
and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 
Aiken 
Andrews 
Ball 
Bankhead 
Barkley 

I . 

Bilbo 
Bone 
Bridges 
Brooks 
Bu~k 

Butler 
Byrd 
C:lpper 
Caraway 
Chandlt.r 
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Chavez Lucas 
Clark, Mo. Mccarran 
Danaher McClellan 
Davis McFarland 
Downey McKellar 
Eastland McNary 
FerguE6n Maloney 
George Maybank 
Gerry Mead 
Green Millikin 
Guffey Moore 
Gurney Murdock 
Hatch Murray 
Hawkes Nye 

iiflrcen 1 g:~~~i~;ey 
Holman Overton 
Johnson, Colo. Pepper 
Kilgore Radcliffe 
La Follette Reed 
Langer Revercomb 
Lodge Reynolds 

Robertson 
Russell 
Scrugham 
Shipstead 
Smith 
Stewart 
Taft 
Thomas, Okla. 
Thomas, Utah 
Truman 
Tunnell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
VanNuys 
Wagner 
Wallgren 
Wheeler 
Wherry 
White 
Willis 
Wilson 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty Sen
ators have answered to their names. A 
quorum is present. . 

Is there otjection to the present con
sideration of the conference report? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the conference report. 

The report was agreed to. 
RELATIVE CONTRIBUTIONS BY UNITED 

NATIONS TOWARD WINNING THE WAR
GALLUP POLL AMONG THE BRITISH 
PEOPLE 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr, President, at 
this time I respectfully address the peo
ple of the British Empire, and I espe
cially wish to have the ear of our distin
guished friend and fellow world-wide 
patriot, Mr. Winston Churchill. 

This afternoon · we appropriated 
$71,000,000,000 for our part in partici
pating in the present Worfd War. I am 
informed by one of my colleagues that 
hist year we appropriated about $75,000,-
000,000. I dare say that during our par
ticipation in the present World War we 
have appropriated and authorized the 
expenditure of more money than all the 
appropriations and expenditures of both 
the other Allied Powers and the Axis 
Powers. 

In other words, during our participa
tion in the present World War we have 
doubtless spent more than all the Axis 
nations and all the other Allied nations 
combined. I make mention of that fact, 
and· call it to the particular attention 
of Mr. Churchill and the British people 
because I have just read in the columns 
of a magazine having Nation-wide cir
culation a statement to the effect that 
a Gallup poll was recently taken in the 
British Isles, at which time the ,British 
people were asked to cast their votes on 
the relative contribution of the United 
Nations toward winning the war. 

The British people, whom we are aid
ing, with whom we are cooperating, and 
whom we are trying to save, ·being af
forded that opportunity, voted as fol
lows: 

They voted that Rtissia had contrib
uted 50 percent to winning of the war; 
that Great Britain had contributed 43 
percent; that China had contributed 5 
percent; and we were giVffil honorable 
mention by their vote to the effect that 
we had contributed 3 percent to- the 
winning of the war. 

· URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONs
CONFERENCE REPORT 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, the 
clerk of the ·Appropriations Committee 
will .... be here in a moment with the con
ference report. While we are waiting 
for it, I wish to state to the Senate what 
is in it. 

The Senate voted on this question 
earlier in the day. To use a slang ex
pression, perhaps I ought not to have 
"stuck my neck out" again by even asl{
ing that the bill a·gain go to conference; 
but some Members were very much in
terested in another phase of the con
ference on this bill, which has been 
taking place almost daily for weeks, so 
the conferees were called together. They 
have made a report, reporting the much 
controverted matter which was voted on 
earlier in the day exactly as it then 
stood. 

In addition, the House conf~rees have 
agreed to the Senate amendment, as 
amended by the House, placing certain 
restrictions on the President's use of his 
personal fund, with certain exceptions. 
Those exceptions are, first, that he may 
use it in any way he sees fit for the 
War Department; secondly, that he may 
use it for the Navy Department in any 
way he sees fit; thirdly, that he may use 
it in any way he sees fit for the State 
Department, the F. B. I., and the stra
tegic services. There is one other ex
ception which escapes me at the mo-· 
ment, but which I shall state to the 
Senate as soon as the teport arrives. 

It is hoped, after conference _with 
various members of the conference com
mittee, that at this time the conference 
report may have enough votes to be 
adopted, so that worthy Government em
ployees may receive their increases in 
salary, and the bill may become law. 

As I have frequently stated, I do not 
agree with the method which the House 
has adopted for getting rid of the three 
Government employees in question. I 
feel very much better about it when I 
know that before next November they 
will come before the Senate and receive 
a f~r deal. Ordin~rily I would not take 
the course which tne House has taken; 
but as I have told the Senate half a 
dozen times or more, this is the only way 
we can get a bill. 

I happen to be the acting chairman of • 
the Appropriations Committee. 

~ do not think we ought to hold up a 
worthy bill such as this which affects so 
many of the employees of the Govern
ment, and which would increase their 
salaries to a certain extent. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre
sentatives, by Mr. Megill, one of its 
clerks, announced that the House had 
receded from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 87 
to the bill <H. R. 2481) making appro
priations for the Department of Agricul
ture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1944, and for other purposes, and con
curred therein; that the House further 
insisted upon its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 
88, 92, 98, and 99 to the bill; agreed to 

the further conference asked by the Sen
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Hous•s thereon, and that Mr. TARVER, 
Mr. CANNON of .Missouri, Mr. SHEPPARD, 
Mr. WENE, Mr. LAMBERTSON, Mr. DIRKSEN, 
and Mr. PLUMLEY were appointed man· 
agers on the part of the House at the 
further conference. 

The message also announced that the 
House still further insisted upon its dis
agreement-to the amendment of the Sen
ate to the amendment of the House to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 5 to 
the bill <H. R. 2714) making appropria
tions to supply urgent deficiencies in cer
tain appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1943, and for prior fiscal 
years, and for other purposes; that the 
House still further insisted upon its dis
agreement to the amendments of the 
Senate Nos. 60 and 61 to the bill; agreed 
to the further conference asked by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and that Mr. CAN
NON of Missouri, Mr. WOODRUM of Vir
ginia, Mr. LUDLOW, Mr. SNYDER, Mr. 
O'NEAL, Mr. RABAUT, Mr. JoHNSON of 
Oklahoma, Mr. TABER, Mr. WIGGLES
WORTH, Mr. LAMBERTSON, and Mr. DITTER 
were appointed managers on the part of 
the House at the further conference. 

The message further announced that 
the House had disagreed to the amend
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
2996) making appropriations for the 
Military Establishment for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1944, "and for other 
purposes; agreed to the conference asked 
by the Senate on the disagreeingvotes of 
the two Houses thereon, and that Mr. 
SNYDER, Mr. STARNES of Alabama, lVIr. 
KERR, Mr. MAHON, Mr. PowERS, Mr. 
ENGEL, and Mr. CASE were appointed 
managers on the part of the House at the 
conference. 
URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS

CONFERENCE REPORT 

Mr. McKELLAR submitted the follow
ing report: 

The committee of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on certain 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
2714) making appropriations to supply ur
gent deficiencies in certain appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and 

. for prior fiscal years, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and free conference, 
have agreed to recommend and do recom· 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

Amendment numbered 5: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate to the amendment of 
the House to Senate 1 amendment numbered 
5, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 60: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend· 
ment of the Senate numbered 60, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
Restore the matter stricken out by such 
amendment, amended to read as tollows: 

"SEC. 304. No part of any appropriation, 
allocation, or fund (1) which is made avail· 
able under or pursuant to this Act, or (2) 
which is now, or which is hereafter made; 
available under or pursuant to any other Act. 
to any ·department, agency, or instrumen
tality of the United States, shall be used, 
after November 15, 1943, to pay any part 
of the salary, or other compensation for tbe 
personal services, of Goodwin B. Wat~on, 
William E. Dodd, Junior,_ and Robert Morss 
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Lovett, unless prior to such date such per
so~ has been. appointed by the President, 
by and with the advice and consent of the 

• Senate: Provided, That this section shin not 
operate to deprive any such person of pay
ment for leaves of absence or salary, or of 
any refund or reimbursemh~t. which have 
accrued prior to November 15, 1943: Pro
vided further, That this section shall not 
operate to deprive any such person of pay
ment for services performed as a member 
of a jury or as a member of the armed forces 
of the United States nor any benetlt, pen
sion, or emolument resulting therefro~." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
The committee of conference report in dis-

agreement amendment numbered 61. J 

KENNETH IvicKELLAR, 
MILLARD E. TYDINGS, 
GERALD p. NYE, 
H. c. LoDGE, Jr., 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
CLARENCE CANNON, 
C. A. WoommM, 
LOUIS LUDLOW, 
JOHN TAEER, 
R. B. WIGGLESWORTH, 
W. P. LAMBERTSON, 

J. W. DITTER, 
Managers on the part of the 1fouse. 

Mr. Mc-KELLAR. I ask that the Sen
ate now proceed to the consideration of 
the report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection? · 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagree
ing votes · of the two Houses on certain 
amendments of the Senate to the bill 
<H. R. 2714) making appropriations to 
supply urgent deficiencies in certain ap
propriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1943, and for prior years, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr.J.l.licKELLAR. Mr . .President, I have 
said apout all I wanted to say about the 
subject. Senators know what is iavolved. 
I think it would be wise to vote, and -if 
the conference report is rejected, tlie 
bill will have to fail. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for an inquiry? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. As I understand the 

Senator from Tennessee, the conferees 
have made. no change whatever in the 
previous conference report regarding the 
three men who are to be discharged by. 
the provision of the House bill. Am I 
correct in that regard? 

Mr. McKELLAR. They made no 
change in the bill as reported to the Sen-
ate this morning. · 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is what I am 
talking about. 

Mr. McKELLAR. But they have made 
very great changes ~very time we report
ed it. We have reported it so often that 
I am getting very tired of it. 
_Mr. BARKLEY. There has been .no 

change in that provision in tne confer
ence report voted upo)l this morning. 

Mr. McKELLAR. No, there has been 
no change in that provision. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The change which 
has been made by the conferees is a 
ch<mge affecting the clipping of the Pres
ident's wings regarding the use of funds 
appropriated for him by the Congress. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes, though I will 
not say that it is a clipping of the Presi
dent's wings. If the Senator from Ken-

tueky claims it is, I remind him he voted 
this morning to clip the President's 
wings. 

Mr. BAR~Y. Oh, no. 
Mr. MoKELLAR. Oh, yes, he did;, be-

cause that was a part of the conference 
report which was defeated because that 
part of it was not in. 
• Mr. BARKLEY. What part? 

Mr. McKELLAR. That part regard
ing the President. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Does the Senator re
fer to the expenditure of the fund? 

Mr . . McKELLAR. I refer to the ex
penditure of that fund. If that part had 
not been in the bill, as stated by the Sen
ator from ¥/eSt Virginia [Mr. REVER
COMB], the report would probably have 
been agreed to. But the Senator from 
Kentucky voted with the fund perfectly 
free in the President. The Senator from 
Kentucky voted against agreeing to the 
conference report. · 

Mr. BARKLEY. I know how I vot-ed 
a:Q,d· I kn.Qw how the Senato-r from West 
Virginia [Mr. REVERCOMB] voted. He 
voted against the conference report be
cause it did not sufficiently clip the wings 
of the President. We might as well all 
be frank about it. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes, let us be frank. 
Mr. BARKLEY. I voted against the 

conference report notwithstanding the 
freedom of the President's fund, but be
cause of the manner in which the em
ployees were dealt with. The Senator 
from West Virginia voted against it be
cause of the maimer in which the fund 
was dealt with, he wants the President's 
wings clipped and the conferees have 
gone out and -clipped them, and it is 
hoped that, now that the President's 
wings have been clipped, there will be· 
mustered enough votes to adoot the con
·ference report with no change whatever 
in the manner of dealing with these 
three men. That is the whole situation. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Well, if it is, let us 
vote on it. -

Mr. BARKLEY. That is all right. 
Mr. McKELLAR. Let us try it again. 
Mr. BARKLEY. I want every Senator 

to understand it. 
Mr. McKELLAR. I tried to make it 

plain to the Senator this morning, but 
I was utterly unable to do so. I asked 
him both privately and publicly about it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In other words, the 
issue now is that, in order to hold out 
some hope of getting tpe conference re
port agreed to, in spite of the fact that 
no change has been made in the manner 
of dealing with the three employe~s. the 
manner in which the President is to ex
ercise his power in dealing with the 
funds appropriated by Congress is so 
modified as to induce a sufficient num
ber of opponents on that ground to vote 
for its adoption: That is the whole-truth 
about it. We might as well understand 
that that is the situation. And it has 

· been frankly stated that the votes will 
be delivered, and they are now in the 
process of being delivered to adopt the 
conference report because the Presi- , 
dent's wings have been clipped some 
more. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I hope the Senator 
has correctly stated the situation. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am satisfied the 
Senator hopes that, and I am satisfied 
the conferees have acted as they have in 
the hope that it is a .sop to Senators who 
may cast the necessary votes. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Oh, no. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi-· 

dent. I desire to make the point that 
there is no business before the Senate • 

Mr. BARKLEY. I hope the Senator 
from Missouri will not take the posi .. 
tim1 that when the Senator from Ten
nessee and I are before the Senate there 
is no business before it. [Laughter.] -

Mr. CLARK ef Missouri. Mr. Presi-· 
dent, I make the point of order that there 
is nothing before the Senate, and we are 
now being confronted by a filibuster by 
the Senator from Tennessee in an effort 
to tie up the work of the Senate until 
he can get -his conference report agreed 
to. I make the :;>oint of order that there 
is no business before the Senate. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I wish to say to the 
Senator from Kentucky that this morn .. 
ing was the time to have brought that 
matter up, when I told him about it. I 
thought that as acting chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, as a part 
of the organization, when a report was 

...brought before the Senate I had reason 
to expect, it might have been a very 
humble reason, it might have been a very
good reason, but as a member of the or
ganization I thought I -had a right to ex
pect that when the conference commit..
tee J>rought in a report we would receive 
help from the organization of our side of 
the Senate. VIe did not receive that 
help, but instead we received very active 
opposition. Due to the activity of our 
leadership, the conference report was de
feated this morning. I am now offering 
another report, and I hope the Senate will 
undertake to vote on it, and vote on it 
tonight. I plead with my friend, the 
Senator from Missouri, not to make his 
point of order. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi-
. dent, I do not think we ought to vote 

on the conference report tonight. We 
have voted on it once today alrea<iy. 
The Senate has acted on the conference 
report three times, and was three times 
flouted by its own conferees, an over
whelming majority of the Senate flouted 
three times by its own c·onferees. The 

.House conferees never took the matter 
back for a separate vote. Always our 
conferees have yielded. Therefore Mr. 
President, there is no necessity of b~ing
ing in the conference report at this hour 
of the night, and it should be laid over 
until tomorrow. I repeat my point of 
order that there -is ·nothing before the 
Senate. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
offer the conference report and move 
that it be agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. McKELLAR. My repoTt and mo
tion have been made, have they not? I 
move the adoption of the' conference 
report. 
- The VICE PRESIDENT. The report 
has been presented. 

Mr. McKELLAR. And I made "the 
motion that the report be agreed to. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion 

is not yet in order. The absence of a 
quorum has been suggested, and the clerk 
will call the Eoll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, 
and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 
Aiken 
Andrews 
Ball 
Bankhead 
Barkley 
Bilbo 
Bone 
Bridges 
Brooks 
Buck 
Butler 
Byrd 
Capper 
Caraway 
Chandler 
Chavez 
Clark, Mo. 
Danaher 
Davis 
Downey 
Eastland 
Ferguson 
George 
Gerry 
Green 
Guffey 
Gurney 

Hatch 
Hawkes 
Hayden 
Hill 
Holman 
Johnson, Colo. 
Kilgore 
La Follette 
Langer 
Lodge 
Lucas 
McCarran 
McClellan 
McFarland 
McKellar 
McNary 
Maloney 
MayQi\nk 
Mead 
Millikin 
Moore 
Murdock 
Murray 
Nye 
O'Daniel 
O'Mahoney 
Overton 

Pepper 
Radcliffe 
Reed 
Revercomb 
Reynolds 
R~bertson 
Russell 
Scrugham 
Shipstead 
Smith 
Stewart 
Taft 
Thomas, Okla. 
Thomas, Utah 
Truman 
Tunnell 
Tydings " 
Vandenberg 
VanNuys 
Wagner 
Wallgren 
Wheeler 
Wherry 
White 
Willis 
Wilson 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty Sen
ators hav..) answered to the roll call. A 
quorum is present. 

The clerk will read the conference re
port for the information of the Senate. 

The report was read. 
Mr. McKELLAR. I move that the 

conference report be agreed to. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I suggest the 

'-absence of quorum. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President
The VICE PRESIDENT. The absence 

of a quorum having been suggested-
Mr. BARKLEY. I thought I had the 

floor, and I did not yield it to anyone to 
make a point of no quorum. I had 

, sought recognition of the Chair at the 
time the Senator from Tennessee· rose 
and made his motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kentucky. • 

Mr. BARKLEY. I w1sh to appeal to 
the Senator from Missouri not to make a 
parliamentary fight on the conference 
report. I do not see anything to be 
gained by throwing it over until tomor
row. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not see 
any purpose in bringing in a conference 
report at this hour of the night, flouting 
three times t~ declared will of the 
Senate. 

Mr. BARKLEY. At this stage of the 
legislative situation it is necessary for 
the Senate and the House to hold late 
sessions and bring in matters of this kind 
at a late hour. Ordinarily, in a normal 
situation, it would not be done, but I do 
not think any exception can be taken to 
the fact that it is done in this particular 
instance. I do not see anything to be 
gained by forcing the matter to go over. 

As the Senator knows, I a~ in sym
pathy with his views. I have rendered 
such feeble assistance as I could. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And ren
dered very valiant service in the cause. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I will say to the Sen-
ator from Tennessee that he should not 
complain "'at my attitude in reference to 
the matter because he got more votes for 
his conference report than the last time 

it had been voted on, so my opposition 
seems to have helped- him instead of 
hurting him./ 

Mr. McKELLAR. I thank all for the 
small favors they have given me hereto
fore, and I hope they will continue to 
give them. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I hope sincerely the 
Senator from Missouri. will not delay this 
matter. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. There is a 
very small attendance of the Senate pres
ent. If we are to vote on this matter, we 
should at least have as large an attend
ance as possible. 

Mr. BARKLEY. There are more Sen
ators on the floor now than there will 
be between 11 and 12 o'clock tomorrow, 
when_ the Senate will reconvene. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Therefore 
it seems to me that on a matter on 
which the Senate-has decisively declared 
itself three different times, there should 
be a full attendance of the Senate be
fore we are asked to repudiate that posi
tion. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am satisfied that 
on a roll call there will be a full at
tendance of the Senate, Jf there is a 
roll call. . 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. There will 
be a roll call, if a sufficient number of 
seconds can be obtained, I assure the 
Senator. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Kentucky yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. If there is no reason 

to vote on the matter tonight, what rea
son is there for ha\<ing a quorum cmll? 

Mr. BARKLEY. There is no point of 
order pending at the moment that a 
quorum is not present. 

l sincerely hope the Senator from 
Missouri will permit this matter to come 
to a vote tonight, because I do not think 
the vote will be any different. There 
might be two or three one way or the 
other, depending on the presence or 
absence of Senators, but by an<\ large 
the result would be the same this after
noon as it would be tomorrow morning. 
We have only one more day in which 
to dispose of the appropriation bills. 

I share the feeling of the Senator from 
Missouri regarding the action of the con
ferees respecting this measure. Vve have 
had a vote on it three times. It has not 
been taken to the House for a vote. The 
House has not even been given an oppor
tunity to recede from the language of 
its provision, which the Senate has three 
times voted down, and I think in fair
ness to the Senate and to the conferees 
themselves the House conferees should 
have been willing to take the bill back 
to the House to see whether the House 
itself, on another separate vote, would 
insist upon the language in the bill; ·but 
that has not been done. We have the 
conference report before us, and under 
tfie parliamentary situation it must be 
voted on in the Senate first, it cannot be 
voted on in the House first, and I hope 
we can dispose of it thi..: afternoon, be
cause tomorrow we will have two other 
appropriation bills which will be reported 
between now and 11 o'clock for consid
eration, and we will have two other con
ference report~_?. It is therefore impor-

tant that this matter be disposed of one 
way or · the other, without going over 
until tomorrow. 
. The VICE PRESIDENT. Did the 
Chair correctly understand the Senator 
from Tennessee to make a motion that 
the Senate now proceed to take up the 
conference report? · 

Mr. McKELLAR. Indeed I did. 
The VICE PRtESIDENT. The question 

is on agreeing to the motion of the Sen
ator from Tennessee. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to consider the con
ference report. 

Mr. McKELLAR. 1 I nbw move the 
adoption of the conference report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques
tion is on agreeing to the conference • 
report. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Very well. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Pending 

that, I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 

will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, 

and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 
Aiken 
Andrews 
Ball 
Bankhead 
Barkley 
Bilbo 
Bone 
Bridges 
Brooks 
Buck 
Butler 
Byrd 
Capper 
c~away 
Chandler 
Chavez 
Clark, Mo. 
Danaher 
Davis 
Downey 
Eastland 
Ferguson 
George 

- Gerry 
Green 
Guffey 
Gurney 

Hatch 
Hawkes 
Hayden 
Hill 
Holman 
Johnson, Colo. 
Kilgore 
La Follette 
Langer 
Lodge 
Lucas 
McCarran 
~cClellan 
McFarland 
McKellar 
McNary 
Maloney 
May bank 
Mead 
Millikin 
Moore 
Murdock 
Murray 
Nye 
O'Danlel 
O'Mahoney 
Overton 

Pepper 
Radcliffe 
Reed 
R evercomb 
Reynolds 
'Robertson 
Russell 
Scrugham 
Shipstead 
Smith 
Stewart 
Taft 
Thomas, Okla. 
Thomas, Utah 
Truman 
Tunnell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Van Nuys 
Wagner 
Wallgren 
Wheeler 
Wherry 
White 
Willis 
Wilson 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty Sen
ators have answered to their names. A 
quorum is present. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, I 
understand that earlier today the Senate 
voted on the question whether there 
should be Senate confirmation with re
spect to the three persons whose names 
are contained in the appropriations 
measure in dispute. Discussion was had 
as to whether they were this, that, or the 
other. I very frankly have never seen 
the testimony concerning these persons. 
I voted for the report which was made 
after free conference, with -the under-' 
standing that if the charges made 
against these men were established to be 
true they would be presented in the Sen
ate, and I would have another chance to 
vote. Now I understand, Mr. President, 
in addition to giving them this chance 
before the Senate of the United States, 
there is in this free conference report 
a limitation placed upon the expenditure 
of funds by the President of the United 
States. I should like to know whether 
my understanding is correct. 
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Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I have 
stated exactly what the limitation is. 
l'be limitation is a very broad one. We 
except entirely the state Department, 
the War Department, the Navy Depart
ment, the F._ B. I.. and the Offi.ce of 
Strategic Services, and I believe one other 
agency: I think there are seven in all. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 
Mr. McFARLAND. May we have read 

the proposed language, as it will appear 
in the conference report, if it shall be 
adopted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will read. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, in or ... 
der that we may understand the com
plete language, why not have the whole 
amendment read? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will read the amendment. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 5: Page 3, line 1~. strike 

out "Provided, That no part of the funds con
tinued available by this paragraph shall be 
allotted to or expended for the National Re
sources Planning Board or the Farm Security 
Administration or for any of the functions of 
either said Board or said Administration", and 
insert "Provided, That no part of the funds 
continued available by this paragraph shall 
be allotted to or expended for any of the 
functions of any agency of Government for 
which appropriations have been ·duly made 
by the Congress, or for the functions of any 
agency for which estimates have been sub
mitted by the Budget and for which the Con
gress bas failed to make appropriations: 
Provided further, That this limitation shall 
not apply to allotments or allocations made 
to the War Department or the Navy De
partment, the Department of State or the 
Office of Strategic Services or the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation." 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Tennessee yield for a 
question? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I am glad to. 
Mr. WHERRY. I have been away 

from the Senate Chamber in attendance 
on a committee meeting. I wish to 
know if the conference report now pro
poses to chop off the appropriation which 
would be made to pay the salaries of 
these three men, or if the appropriation 
is contingent for a period, and then upon 
reappointment the nominations .of these 
men are to be confirmed by the Senate, 
because that is the point on which I shall 
base my vote. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The language is ex
actly the same as that voted upon earlier 
today. 

Mr. WHERRY. That is, that these 
men shall continue to be on the pay roll 
for a definite period of time? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Until November 15. 
Mr. WHERRY. The provision does 

not withhold the appropriation to pay 
their salary? 

Mr. McKELLAR. It provides for pay
ment until November 15, when they are 
to be appointed by the Presidel)t and 
confirmed by the Senate. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, it seems to me that the conference 
report under discussion this afternoon 
presents one of the most amazing spec
tacles that has ever been presented in 
the Senate of the United states or in any 

other parliamentary body. The will of 
the Senate on this particular matter has 
been expressed overwhelmingly-on three. 
different occasions. The Senate struck 
out the House provision in the original 
bill by a vote of 69 to 0, whereupon the 
Senate conferees blithely entered into a 
conference, and after one session, one 
day, without the·House Members making 
any concessions whatever, brought in a 
conference report accepting the House 
provisiOn. That was defeated in this 
body after full debate by a vote of 52 to 
17. It was a very unusual procedure for 
a conference report, particularly on a 
general appropriation bill, to be defeat
ed by such an overwhelming vote in the 
Senate. It evidenced a very strong feel
ing on the part of the Senate upon this 
particular matter. 

Thereupon the Senate conferees went 
into another very brief conference and 
emerged again with precisely the same 
proposition, or substantially the same 
proposition, putting in a little sop in the 
shape of allowing these fellows to stay on 
the pay roll until the 15th of November, 
whereupon if they were reappointed, they 
would have to have Senate confirmation. 

- that it was outrageous, sumptuary legis
lation. I still think it is. I think it is as 
bad now as it was when the Senate voted 
69 to nothing against it. I tbink it is 
just as bad now as when the Senate 
turned down the first conference report 
by a vote of 52 to 17; and certainly the 
proposition is identical to the one which 
the ·senate turned down earlier today. 

I think the Senate, in order to protect 
the orderly processes of free government, 
should adhere to its position, and should 
allow the House to take the responsibil
ity, if it desires to do so, of defeating 
meritorious legislation by adhering to an 
indefensible position. 

Mr. President, before I take my seat, 
I desire to say that I think the inclusion 
of a sumptuary provision, as the Sen
ator from Kentucky described it, by the 
conferees in the attempt to pick up a few 
antiadministration votes on this in
famous proposition, makes it even worse. 

The Senate considered the report, and 
after extensive debate it was again over
whelmingly defeated in this body. 
Whereupon in the course of 1 day the 
Senate conferees went back to confer- -
ence and have returned with precisely 
the same proposition word for word. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, on sev
eral occasions I have voted against the 
attempt to deprive the three persons in
volved of their positions by cutting out 
the appropriation. I still think it is 
wrong; but I still feel that, beyond the 
interest of the three men involved, is the 
interest of the Government of the United 
States. The Government must carry on. 
Whatever law Congress may pass, sorii.e 
individual citizen of the country is in
volved, and many suffer; but, neverthe-
less, we still pass the law. 

So far as the provision with regard to 
these three men is concerned, it was 
voted down earlier today after extensive 
debate. But in the most bare-faced at
tempt to trade votes that I think I have 
ever witnessed in this body it was hoped 
to win sufficient support for the same 
proposition which was voted down earlier 
today, by simply placing another pro
vision in the measure for the purpose of 
hamstringing the President of the United 
States, a provision which has no-thing on 
the face of the earth to do with the 
proposition which has been the subject of 
debate here all the time. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I yield. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Is it not a fact that the 

Senate itself started the matter of tak
ing away personnel by not making ap .. 
propria tions? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I have heard 
the Senator make that statement. I do 
not know whether it is true. It makes 
no difference who first started the prac
tice; it is bad. It should never have 
been indulged in. So far as I am con
cerned, I have voted against such a prop
osition whenever I could. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Is it not a fact that so 
far as Dave Lasser was concerned, the 
Senate was the body _which took him off 
the pay roll, by cutting off the appro
priation? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. :t'hat may 
be true; I cannot dispute the Senator's 
statement. I do not recall the facts. 

I do recall that, as to one of the men 
involved in the present matter, to wit, 
Goodwin Watson, the House put in the 
same provision last year, and I recall 
that the Senator from Kentucky and I 
and several other Senators even at that 
time opposed the provision on the ground 

We now have before us a situation 
which involves the practical question, 
Will we, because of the fact that three 
particular persons are involved, jeopard
ize the passage of g bill which is of much 
importance to the country as a whole, 
forgetting about the purposes or the rea
sons for the bill itself or the effect which 
it must have? 

Imagine the millions who will be af
fected or the thousands who will not · 
receive their pay on the 1st of July, if 
the bill is not .Passed, because someone 
wants to protect three particular per
sons. Senators talk about believing in 
the rule of the majority, which is 
democracy at its best; and yet they 
object to a conference report because 
it would interfere with the welfare of 
three particular persons. Thousands 
are dY,ing. They do not object, because 
they feel they are dying for the good of 
the whole country. Thousands are in
jured for the benefit of the whole coun
try; thousands are mak!ng the supreme 
sacrifice for the benefit of the whole 
country; but at this moment we are 
willing to jeopardize the welfare of the 
Government itself and the making of 
salary payments to thousands of em
ployees of the Government because we 
feel that three employees should not be 
discharged. Of late we have been hear~ 
ing how England does things. Eng
land's way of doing things may be all 
right. Some may agree; some may not. 
Nevertheless, we have been told that 
England uses the method advocated in 
the report. England gets rid of the ones 
who are not wanted by denying appro
priations. 

Irrespective of all that, the conferees 
have worked hard. They have tried to 
carry out the Senate's idea on the p:-opo
sition. On several occasions, I have 
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voted against dismissing the three par
ticular men because I did not think the 
procedure was correct. 

I still insist that government should 
prevail and should carry on, notwith
standing the suffering of individuals. 
In this instance, I shall stand by the 
conferees. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, there 
has been considerable debate on this 
question. I realize that compromises 
are necessary, but we cannot compro
mise the Constitution of the United 
States. It has been stated that votes will 
be cast in favor of the compromise in 
order that the wings -of the Executive 
may be clipped. I desire to say to the 
Senate now that in attempting to clip 
the wings of the Executive, the Senate 
will clip the Constitution of the United 
States. That is not the way to discharge 
the three men concerned. Above the 
portico of the Supreme Court Building, 
across the park, are engraved the words 
"Equal Justice Under Law." 

The majority has no right to take 
away, illegally, the rights of the three 
men who now are a minority. That is 
not the way we do things unqer the Con
stitution. I do n.ot believe that anyone 
should sacrifice the three men con
cerned. I am not pleading for the three 
men particularly; I do not know them. 
The question is not who they ate, but 
how we are to proceed. 

The Government will go on if we will 
simply adhere to the Constitution. 
Members of the Senate should be very 
careful, when they cast their votes, that 
they do not by their votes take away or 
compromise the rights of the men con
cerned, merely for the sake of clipping 
the wings of the President. 

I desire to say now, upon the record, 
that I am in favor of the provision which 
is called the one for clipping the wings 
of the President, but I will not sacrifice a 
principle the sacrifice of which would be 
a violation of the provisions of the Con
stitution. 

It has been said on this floor that the 
men concerned can go to court, that 
they can sue. However, that is not the 
way to proceed. Do we realize what it 
would mean to have this case carried to 
the Supreme Court of the United States? 

I should like to see this body clip the 
wings of a man who hires men of this 
kind. That is the way to reach the issue, 
not to go down to the bottom and dis
charge the men, as is proposed to be 
done under the bill. 

I hope every Senator who votes on the 
conference report will have in mind that 
if he attempts to clip the wings of the 
Executive by voting to accept the report, 
he will be clipping the wings of democ-
racy. · 

Mr. McFARLAND. I appreciate the 
hard work the Senator from Tennessee 
has done upon this conference report. 
I know he is honest and conscientious 
tn his efforts. However, a great deal has 
been said about clipping the wings of 
the President. When it comes to a prop
osition to clip the wings of the President, 
I desire to say that today we are engaged 
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in an all-out war, and this is no time 
to clip the wings of the President by lim
iting the use of money appropriated for 
emergency purposes during a war such 
as the one in which our country finds 
itself engaged. · 

The money is given to the President of 
the United States to meet emergencies 
caused by this war. We are planning a 
recess for 60 days. The · President may 
need some of this money for some of the 
things for which this report may pro
hibit ~s use. 

No matter what we may think of the 
President, I do not think we should clip 
the wings of the President in time of war 
by taking away emergency money. I 
voted for the conference report before, 
but I shall vote against it this time for 
that reason. I feel that we should stand 
by the President in this emergency. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, in 
the discussion which has taken place 
here, apparently the inference has been 
left-whether intentionally .or uninten
tionally makes little difference-that the 
conference committee has suddenly writ
ten something into tl)e bill. Let me say 
to the Senate that when the bill first 
came before the Senate for considera
tion the language in question was writ
ten into the bill as an amendment. The 
provision limiting the use of the money 
which was voted to the Chief Executive 
was agreed to by the Senate. The bill 
went to conference, and .the conferees 
eliminated the provision. 

That limitation on the u·se of those 
funds was the act of a majority of the 
Senate. It· is no compromise to put that 
language in the bill. It was inserted by 
a vote of a majority of the Senate. The 
conferees made the mistake of taking 
it out. 

A great deal has been said about the 
clipping of wings. If there is need for 
the clipping of wings, they ought to be 
clipped; but this is not a clipping of 
wings. Under the Constitution, of which 
my friend speaks, the Congress is au
thorized to make appropriations · of 
money. That power lies solely with the 
Congress. I am advised that the bill 
would place in the hands of the Chief 
Executive some $69,000,000 by reappro
priation, and in addition some $25,000,-
000 of new appropriations. 

What does this language provide? 
Why all the talk about clipping of wings? 
The language does not provide that the 
President may not use the funds for any 
purpose he sees fit, unless he should as
sume the postion of using the money 
absolutely to destroy the force and effect 
of an act of Congress. What is the lan
guage of the provision? It it to the 
effect that the President may not use 
his funds to supplement an appropria
tion; and he may not use them for an 
agency of Government for which the 
Congress has denied an appropriation. I 
can understand the appeal which is made 
by some Senators on the ground of leav
ing the President free in time of war. 
Heaven knows, Congress has left him 
free. Let me say in all earnestness that 
if Congress has done anything which has 

not met the approval of the people of 
the country,. it has been to surrender its 
power to the Chief Executive. 

Let me be frank. The time has come 
when reasonablt restraints must be used 
if the powers of the Congress are to be 
safeguarded. I submit that it is not an 
unfair restraint, when we put into the 
hands of the President some $90,000,000, 
to say that such funds shall not be used 
to defeat the will of Co!lgress. 

There has been much said about the 
three employees whom it is proposed to 
sever from the Government pay roll. I 
do not want to see wrong done to them, 
or to any ether man. However, the mat
ter of the relationship between the Con
gress and the Executive, and the matter 
of the welfare of the people of the coun
try are not partisan questions. They 
are far J:;nore serious subjects than that 
of the three employees concerned, or 
any other three officeholders under the 
Government. 

J.l.fr . .President; I submit that it is a 
fair restriction. It is a fair provision to 
say to the Chief Executive that these 
funds must not be used for any agency 
for which no appropriation has been 
made, or for which an appropriation has 
been refused by the Congress. I do not 
think it is unfair. I do not think it is a 
clipping of wings. I think that is a 
severe phrase to use. 

As this restriction is now before the 
Senate, it is much less a restriction than 
this body voted into the bill before it 
went to conference, and before the con
ferees took the provision out. I submit 
that it is a fair restriction, a sound pro
vision, and ought to stay in the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I think 
we are losing sight of one of the im
portant factors in the bill. It is true that 
it imposes a rather modest, very heavily 
qualified restriction on the use of certain 
funds by the Executive; but that restric
tion applies to only a small part of the 
funds which are available to him, and 
still permits him to use them for military 
purposes. 

It is aLso true that the bill contains 
language regarding three Government 
employees. That language is distasteful 

·· to me. I heard the eloquent statement 
of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. MILLI
KIN] a few days ago 'hat that language 
smelled of ancient tombs in which liberty 
lies buried. I think that is an accurate 
description. I share the view of the 
junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. FER
GUSON] that this is not the right way to 
treat people. But under our system of 
government, Mr. President, it is possible 
to attach riders to appropriation bill:s, 
whether we like it or not. I do not like it, 
but it is possible, and tha.t is what has 
been done in this case. 

With all the talk about the powers of 
the President and the treatment of the 
three individuals, I think we are losing 
sight of the fact that there are 5,500 em 4 

ployees of the Government in the District 
of Columbia, and about 100,000 other 
employees of the Federal Government in 
the United States whose source of liveli
hood is at stake in this bill. That is a 
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practical consideration, too. We have 
a contract with those people. We have 
held out to them the understanding that 
we would look after them. It is not right 
to discuss this question and never refer 
for a minute to what is, after all, the 
main purpose of the bill, which is to pay 
the salaries of servants of the Govern
ment. 

I do not enjoy hearing it implied that 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Mc
KELLAR] ha.s not shown sufiicient zeal in 
representing the viewpoint of the Senate. 
I have been a conferee at all the confer
ences, and I can certainly vouch for the 
rugged way in which he has stood up for 
the viewpoint of the Senate at all times. 
But we confront gentlemen who have · 
very strong views of their own, and con
cessions must be made in order to obtain 
a result. _ 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr: Presi- 1 

dent, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. LODGE. I shall be glad to yield • 

in a moment. 
The Senator from Tennessee is inde

fatigable. I have been with him most 
of the time. He has been working morn
·ing, ·afternoon, and night on appropria
tion bills. He does not spare himself 
at all. I am certain that any other 
Member of the Senate who observed the 
Senator from Tennessee would subscribe 
to my statement that he has faithfully 
sought to represent the viewpoint of the 
Senate. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi

dent, I should like to ask the Senator a 
question. Is it not a fact that in spite 
of the repeated votes in the Senate on 
this question, because of the fact that 
the Senate conferees have yielded at 
every conference the House has never 
taken a record vote on this matter since 
the bill originally passed the House? 
Is not that correct? 

Mr. LODGE. I am not familiar with 
what has transpired in the House. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It is my 
impression that the Senate has yielded 
in every conference, and that there never 
has been a distinct vote in the House on 
the proposition, as there has been in the 
Senate. 
· Mr. LODGE. I do not know whether 
or not the House has taken a vote, but 
certainly it is not accurate to say that 
the Senate has yielded in every con
ference. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. There have 
been several conference reports on which 
tqe Senate has yielded. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. LODGE. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Is it not correct that 

the House acted on the bill originally, 
that the next action on the conference re
port was the refusal of the Senate con
ferees to accept the House language, 
that thereupon the conference report 
was brought before the Senate and was 
voted on by the Senate, but that the 
House conferees have never taken that 
matter back to the House for a vote? 
The Senate has voted three times on it, 
but the House conferees have not taken 
the matter back to the House for a vote. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not 
know what the House has done or has 
not done. All I desire -to say is that the 
Senate conferees have tried sincerely 
and laboriously to reach an agreement 
which would meet with the wishes of the 
Senate. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator is a 
member of the conference committee. 
As a member of that committee, he 
knows that the matter has not been 
taken -back to the House by the House 
conferees for a vote. 

·Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, th-e Sen
ator is trying to get me to say what has 
taken place in the House. I do not know 
-what happened there. 

Mr. BARKLEY. No; I am not trying 
to get the Senator to say what has taken 
place in the House. However, as a con
feree the Senator certainly knows what · 
took place in connection with the con- ' 
ference report on the bill. The only vote 1 

which could be taken· {)n the report was 1 

taken in the Senate, and it has not been 
taken back to the House by the con
ferees for a separate vote on the amend
ment. 
. Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I have 
voted against the conference report on 
two or three different occasions. I have 
always felt that the method proposed is 
not a proper one, although I must con
fess that in the early days when I first 
came to the Senate, several other Sena
tors and I did take occasion, when there 
was a Republican majority in the Sen
ate, to proposed to cut off the appropria
tion for an individual who was appointed 
by the then Republican President. The 
Senate voted to cut off the appropria
tion, and thereby the man was forced to 
quit his job. 

I do not like the idea of proceeding in 
the manner proposed by the other body, 
but I wish to say that so far as its being 
unconstitutional is concerned, there is 
nothing unconstitutional about it. 
After all, the Congress of the United 
States, under the power given to it, can 
write in an appropriation bill any limi
tation it wants to write. There is noth
ing in the Constitution to prevent Con
gress from saying that money shall not 
be appropriated for a certain person. 

I think the Senator from Tennessee 
is one of the most diligent and hard
working Members of this body. I think 
there is no doubt that he has done the 
very best he could do. I am not willing 
to tie up the salaries of hundreds of 
thousands of employees because of objec
tions to three men who happen to be em
ployees of the Government. When I vote 
upon the conference report I shall vote 
to agree to it. I think we all should vote 
in favor of agreeing to the report, and 
I should like to have a vote on it now. 

Mr. TUNNELL. Mr. President. it seems 
to me that there are three or four 
features of this matter which do not ap
peal to a great many Senators. When 
the bill first came before the Senate it 
appeared to me to be outrageous that 
three men should be specifically named 
and it should provide that they should 
not be continued in office without giving 
them an opportunity to be heard, and 
that the Senate should pass upon the 

matter without itself having an oppor
tunity to know whether it was right or 
wrong to bar them. That was the im
pression I received. 

We now have a great deal in addi
tion. The majority leader has made the 
statement, in effect, that some sort of a 
sop has been handed out by way of a 
change in the bill for the purpose of 
gaining some votes by means of an agree;. 
ment o{ some character. The Senator 
from Massachusetts has said that only 
a mild restriction' on the President's 
powers is proposed. If votes are to be 
obtained by only a mild restriction, -that 
merely indicates the cheapness of the 
votes. That does not change the situa
tion in any way whatever. 

Again, we all know that because of 
the fact -that an ·attempt is being made 
to oppose the President; regardless of 
whatever may ·be the real -motive, to• 
morrow morning -the newspapers will 
·herald· the situation over- the Nation as a 
fight against the President of the United 
States; and no doubt · it will· be a fairly 
sweet morsel to Hitler and Mussolini to/ 
know that a fight is made against the 
leader whom they so bitterly hate and 
that by such an inducement votes can be 
.obtained in the Senate of the United 
States. It appears to me to be one of 
the saddest features of a situation of this 
sort that our enemies may know tha.t one 
who is particularly opposed to them is 
also particularly hated by some {)f those 
who have votes in the Senate of the 
United States. 

Mr. President, the fact that the pro
posed restriction is not severe does not 
change the seriousness of the situation 
which arises by reason of this matter. 
The distinguished junior Senator from 
Michigan has called to our attention the 
fact that these men have certain consti
tutional rights, and that their constitu
tional rights are being ignored. That 
seems to be a very small matter. How
ever, if votes are to be changed as the 
second vote is taken today, I wond.er 
what reason can be given except that 
the proposal is made for the purpose of 
clipping the wings of Amer,ica's war 
leader, in the midst of war, and in con
nection with matters which -may mate
rially affect the war. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I should 
1ike to ask the able Senator from Ten
nessee if there has been any evidence 
that the three men have been guilty of 
any personal conduct which the commit
tee consider~ to be inimical to the inter
ests of the country. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, that 
question has been discussed so often in 
this body that it seems to me that if the 
Senator had been here he would have 
heard it. 

Mr. PEPPER. Have the men done 
anything in the performance of their 
duties which, so far as they personally 
were concerned, was inconsistent with 
the security of the country, or anything 
of that kind? 

'Mr. McKELLAR. They have been ex
amined by the so-called Kerr commit
tee of the House. Their own testimony 
was taken. It comprised the principal 
part of the testimony taken by that 
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committee. The men admitted that they 
had been members of a great many 
subversive organizations. 

Mr. PEPPER. That is what I under
stand. 

Mr. McKELLAR. They testified to 
that effect to such an extent that both 
the Dies committee and the Kerr 
committee strongly recommended to the 
House the action which the House sub
sequently took. Whether that testi
mony is true, I do not know. 

I do not think the method adopted 
by the House is the proper way to handle 
the matter. However, if w.e want the bill 
passed so that worthy employees of the 
Government may receive their salaries, 
the only way to secure its passage is -

· along these lines. 
Mr. BONE. Will the Senator permit 

me to inquire about one matter? 
Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 
Mr. BONE. I should like to make an 

inquiry of the Senator from Tennessee. 
Mr. McKELLAR. Certainly. 
Mr. BONE. I have heard the expres

sion employed that the funds under the 
bill we are considering were to be used 
to pay the salaries of employees. I am 
now advised by a Member of the Senate 
sitting near me that the bill contains 
funds only for certain increases allowed 
the employees. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is true. 
Mr. BONE. And the employees will 

draw their regular salaries? 
Mr. McKELLAR. They have been 

drawing the salaries, but not the in
creases which have been provided by law. 

Mr. BONE. What I mean is that they 
are not going to starve to death? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I do not know 
whether they are going to starve to 
death or not; I do not know them all, 
and I cannot say, but I know that $143,-
000,000 is appropriated for them in this 
bill. 

Mr. BONE. I am concerned with 
whether it affects the regular pay roll 
on July 1, the pay roll under which they 
have been previously paid. We should 
get that clear in our minds, because 
there is an impression here that if the 
bill should be rejected they would not 
draw any salary at all, and I do not 
understand that to· be the case. They 
would draw their regular salaries as of 
July 1. I may be in error about it. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That has often 
been explained. Under the bill the three 
men in question will draw their regular 
salaries until November 15-, and if the 
President reappoints them and the Sen
ate confirms them, they will continue to 
draw their salaries regularly. 

Mr. BONE. I am fearful the Senator 
has not gotten my question. As I un
derstand, the bill contains an amourit to 
make certain wage increases. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is correct. 
Mr. BONE. It does not affect the reg

ular salaries of the employees? 
Mr. McKELLAR. That has been ex

plained a dozen times. · 
Mr. BONE. Can the Senator tell me 

yes or no? 
Mr. McKELLAR. That is absolutely 

true. 

Mr. BONE. There are a number of Mr. PEPPER. If I know anything 
Senators who have not understood it that is supposed to be inherent in Amer
that way. · ican character it is the principle of 

Mr. McKELLAR. It increases the sal- tolerance and decency and fair play, 
aries. I do not know how that could Because on hearsay evidence these men 
have been misunderstood. are supposed to have belonged to some 

Mr. BONE. But the argument has kind of an organization, the greatest of
been made here today by Senators that fense of which I suspect was · that they 
if the conference report were rejected favored the nationalistic government in 
these men would not draw any salaries. Spain instead of the Fascist government, 

·Mr. McKELLAR. Oh, no; I have not because they were merely reputed to be 
heard that. members and perhaps admitted mem-

Mr. BONE. Let us get it clear. bership in an . organization which had 
Mr. McKELLAR. I do not think any that faith-as I did, and as many other 

Senator who knows anything about the Senators on this floor did-they are be
matter could have said that. _ ing condemned by the American Con-

Mr. BONE. That is how obscure this gress and kicked out of employment by 
whole matter is, because there are Sen- the American Government. 
ators sitting right around me who had Mr. President, what has become of 
that impression in their minds. tolerance in America? Are Senators go-

Mr. McKELLAR. They were entirely ing to ask what kind of organization a 
mistaken. Senator or citizen belongs to when he 

Mr. BONE. I wish to take the floor has not ·personally done anything which 
later in my own right. makes him obnoxious as a citizen or as 

Mr. MEAD. Will my distinguished an elector? 
friend from Florida yield to me for an I suspect that if Thomas Jefferson had 
observation? been on the Federal pay roll he would 

have been condemned by the Dies com
Mr. PEPPER. I yield. mittee and the Kerr committee as not 
Mr. MEAD. The Senator from Flori- only an atheist or agnostic, but as a 

da asked a moment ago whether .there Communist; yet he preached to America 
was anything in the record that these the sprit of tolerance, which has become 
men may have done anything inimical to ingrained in American character as a 
the welfare of the United States. I wish fundamental American characteristic. 
to say that there is much in the history We talk about the four freedoms, in
of these men which may not be in the eluding freedom of the press, freedom of 
record. One of them served in the Navy speech, and freedom of conscience, yet 
of the United States during World War the Senate, which is called the greatest 
·No. f, and another one lost his son at deliberative body in the world, is asked 
Belleau Wood. That should be in the to condemn men without trial, not be
RECORD. If that is subversive, we should cause of culpable conduct, but because 
have a lot of that particular type of sub- of their affiliation with an organization 
versiveness. One of them, as I stated, h' h · di t d th · h h 
served in the Navy during World War No. w IC m ca e ell' own P ilosop Y 

and ·opinion. 
1, and another lost his son at Belleau Mr. President, the Amel·ican Congress 
Wood. will be condemned before the world as 

Mr. PEPPER. That is the kind of intolerant and as believing in a kind of 
thing I wanted to refer to. The three fascism which we profess to fight, if we 
men are being condemned and convicted allow ourselves to commit this kind of 
not only without trial, but for something offense. It will give encouragement to 
which they did not do personally which a resurgence of all the old animosities 
was inimical to the public interest, so far which have stood for intolerance in this 
as anyone has disclosed to my knowledge. country from its inception. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the Talking about democratic government, 
Senator yield? talking about the citadel of freedom, 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. talking about the last stronghold of in-
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. When the dependence, are we t::> kick out of r.n 

first conference report was before the · agency three men, one of whom served 
Senate I offered to yield my time to any his country in its uniform in- a fight 
Senator who could tell of his own knowl- against tyranny a generation ago, and 
edge anything about any of these three another gave his son to his country's 
meri, and no Senator accepted the chal- cause, because they had opinions, and 
lenge and the invitation. In other are we to say they are ineligible to hold 
words, all we know about it is what we office under the American Government? 
have been told by a subcommittee over Mr. President, that would do more 
in the House, and even the members of harm than the $71,000,000,000 appropri
the full Committee on Appropriations ation we made here today could do good, 
in the House, when they. inserted this because we would belie the essence of 
provision in the bill, were not apprised American character here in the heart of 
of the record before the Kerr commit- the Nation, in the Congress, if we com
tee. I have been told that the other mitted ourselves to that kind of conduct. 
members of the full Committee on Ap- Mr. GREEN. Mr. President--
propriations were not even given access The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and 
to the facts, yet we are asked to pass nays have been ordered, and the clerk 
what amounts to a bill of attainder ·on will call the roll. 
the basis of what somebody else thinks The legislative clerk proceeded to call 
on evidence we have not heard and the roll, and Mr. AIKEN voted in the nega-
about which we know nothing, tive when his name was called. 
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Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I join reasonable condition on the Senate at 

heartily in the remarks of the last speak- the sacrifice of principle. I should really 
er, and much else that has been said this like to ask the Senator from Tennessee, 
afternoon. It may seem anticlimax for who, as I understand, is the chairman of 
me to raise the point I now wish to raise, the Senate conferees, whether the Sen
but during the course of the discussion ate conferees have ever tried to insist 
the fact gradually emerged that it is not that the House conferees take this mat
a question of the Senate giving away to ter back to the House? 
the President of the United States. The Mr. McKELLAR. Of course, Mr. 
question arises whether the Senate is President, we have done so, and we were 
abandoning its rights to the House of met with the fiat refusal that the House 
Representatives. If the House of Rep- conferees would-not take it back to the 
resentatives can by riders impose a con- House. The Senator from Rhode Island 
dition such as that imposed in the bill has served as a conferee in many con
now under discussion, it can impose any ferences. I say to him or to any other 
other condition, and the same appeal .Senator who thinks he can manage to 
can be made. bring the House to the terms of the Sen-

Suppose they imposed the condition ate, that I should like to have him take 
that none of this money should be avail- my place. I will resign my place as a 
able unless three Senators, the Senator conferee instantly, and allow any Sena
from Tennessee, the Senator from New tor who thinks he can change the atti
Mexico, and the Senator from Massachu- tude of the House with respect to this 
setts, for example, should resign from the matter, to make the attempt. I shall 
Senate. Would we hear these appeals to step out as a conferee immediately after 
pass the bill because the fate of those the vote which is about to be taken, and 
three Senators would be of minor con- let any Senator try it. If the Senate 
cern in comparison with the livelihood_ shall again reject the report nothing 
of hundreds of thousands of employees of would give me more happines:;; than to 
the Government? There are principles see my good friend the Senator from 
involved which far outweigh the tempor- Rhode Island as one of the conferees in 
ary interests of even a large number of opposition to the House position qn this 
employees, and one of the principles is, matter. I wish to say to him that in my 
If Senators believe strongly in a princi- judgment he would not have any better 
pie, are they going to abandon it be- · success than I have had. 
cause the House of Representatives makes Mr. GREEN. The Senator from Ten
an unreasonable request that they shall nessee has not answered the point I 
abandon it? made. It was not whether the conferees 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I do not would withdraw from their position. It 
really believe that the House has been un- is whether the House conferees would re
reasonable. I believe the Senate has been fuse to take the question back to the 
more or less unreasonable with the House so it might vote on it. 
House. The House has adjourned and Mr. McKELLAR. The Senate con
its Members have gone home to enjoy ferees have made such an attempt time 
the evening with their families. The and again. 
House has not yet been called upon, as Mr. GREEN. I think the Senate of 
I understand, to have a yea-and-nay . the United States will .have fallen quite 
vote on this particular measure. low if it abandons a matter of princi-

Mr. GREEN. That is the very point pie-and by its vote I must assume that 
I am coming to. it regarded the question to be a matter 

Mr. MEAD. I really believe we should of principle-merely because a group of 
invite the House to vote on the question conferees refuses to take a question back 
at a convenient hour tomorrow. I believe to the House. In other words, if the 
the House, realizing the record of pa- small number represented by the con
tience we have made, will, if given an op- ferees-not the House of Representa
portunity, agree with us and settle this tives itself, but the small number of 
question without delay. Representatives appointed as conferees-

Mr. GREEN. That was the point I is to be unreasonable and is to refuse to 
was coming to. A great deal has been take the matter back to the House when 
said by the chairman of the Senate con- · it has been voted by the Senate three 
ferees and by some of his fellow confer- times, it seems to me we shall be grovel
ees concerning how hard they have ling at the feet of the House of 
fought to sustain the position of the Sen- Representatives. 
ate. In spite of the three votes had in Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will 
the Senate, the Senate conferees have the Senator yield? 
returned, but never once, so far as I have Mr. GREEN. Not just yet. In a min
learned, have they insisted or even re- ute I shall yield. It seems to me we 
quested the House conferees to go back are lacking all sense of the proper dig
to the House and ask for another vote nity of this legislative body, supposed to 
on the question by the House. As the be the greatest deliberative body in the 
Senator from New York has just stated, world, if we fail to take the action I 
who knows but that the House might propose. 
recede from its position? We do not Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the 
know that the matter was fully con-
sidered by the House when the- measure S~nator yield? 
was originally passed. In view of the Mr. GREEN. I yield. 
fact that the wages of 100,000 etnployees, Mr. PEPPER. ::simply wish to ask the 
or whatever the number may be, hang able Senator from Rhode Island if he 
in the balance, the House may recede, does not think that the Senate conferees 
realizing that its demand is unreason- would adequately express the will .of the 
able, and that it cannot force this un.:__ Senate if they should merely notify the 

House Members that the Senate is going 
to stand pat with respect to this issue, 
and continue to do so. 

Mr. GREEN. It seems to me that in
stead of now receding after three test 
votes, in which the Senate has reaffirmed 
its position, it would be better to send the 
conferees back with instructions to de
mand that this matter be taken back to 
the House of Representatives by the 
House conferees, and let us see what haP
pens on another vote in the House. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield now? 

Mr. GREEN. I yield. 
Mr. McKELLAR. If in the impending 

vote the conference report i.; voted down, 
· as it has been voted down before, I shall 

ask unanimous consent of the Senate to 
be discharged as one of the conferees on 
the part of the Senate, and ,shall further 
ask unanimous consent that the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. GREEN], who is 
on the Appropriations Committee, take ~ 
my place and endeavor to induce the 
House to agree to vote on the matter. 

Mr. BUCK. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 
Mr. BUCK. What will be the status of 

the three men if the conference report is 
agreed to? 

Mr. McKELLAR. The three men will 
continue to be employed as they are now 
until November 15. If prior to that time 
the three men are reappointed to their 
positions by the President, and their 
nominations are sent to the Senate and 
confirmed, they will continue to serve. 
If the President should not send their 
names to the Senate, or if the Senate 
should fail to 'confirm their nominations 
after their names are sent to the Sen
ate, then on November 15 their terms of 
office would expire. 

Mr. BUCK. I thank the Senator. 
SEVERAL SENATORS. Question~ 
Mr. GREEN. I should like to ask the 

Senator from Tennessee another ques
tion. I know that he will be glad to 
answer and illuminate any question. 

Mr. McKELLAR. In my extremely 
tired condition after working day and 
night trying to secure the passage of 
various appropriation measures, I am 
afraid I cannot illuminate any question, 

r but I shall be very glad to try to answer 
any question. 

Mr. GREEN. Then I shall not trouble 
the Senator. I know that he has done 
much hard work, and I do not want him 
to understand from my remarks that I 
think he has not. If the parliamentarY. 
situation were such that I could do so, 
I should like to move to amend the pend
ing motion, to the effect that the con
ferees be instructed to hold another con
ference and demand that this question 
be submitted to the House. 

Mr. AIKEN. A parliamentary inquiry. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 

will state it. 
Mr. AIKEN. Am I recorded as having 

voted on this question? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 

is recorded as having voted. 
Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator from 

Vermont has voted in the negative. I 
ask for the regular order. 

-
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Mr. BONE. Mr. President-
Mr. McKELLAR and Mr. BRIDGES 

asked for the regular order. 
Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask 

that the clerk be directed to continue to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I 
make a point of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT . . The clerk will 
continue to call the r-oll. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I 
make the point of order that the Chair 
announced that the Senator from -Rhode 
Island was on his feet, and he was rec
ognized, so even if the call of the roll had 
been begun, it was automatically va
cated when the Chair recognized the 
Senator from Rhode Island. I make the 
point of order that the Senator from 
Rhode Island had the floor, and the mat
ter is now open for discussion. 

Mr. BONE. Mr. President-
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 

recognizes the Senator from Washing-
ton. · 

Mr. BONE. One could not conceive 
of a more . unfortunate time to accuse a 
person of an offense which reflected upon 
his patriotism and love of country than 
during a war. The Members of the Sen
ate have before them certain vague 
charges, implications, innuendoes. As I 
stand here at my desk I am not aware of 
the nature of the charges against these 
three men, except that there have been 
most unfortunate connotations. If we 
remove these men from their positions 
we will bruit whatever these vague 
charges are and have been. They have 
been bruited all around both Halls of 
Congress. 

M1~. President, there is nothing more 
priceless than a man's good name. If we 
sustain the charges by removing the 
men, which is precisely what we shall do 
if we accept the conference report, we 
shall not only bring down upon them 
opprobrium and reproach, but we shall 
visit on their children and their grand
children a terrible stigma which they will 
never live down. A man who is worthy 
to be called a man is jealous of his honor. 
Imputations of dishonor have led to 
many unfortunate things in the world . . 
I think we have had some unpleasant 
discussions because it has been said time 
after time that if the Senate does not 
agree to the conference report, thou
sands of employees will not have money 
with which to buy food. That is not 
true. The fact is that the bill provides 
for salary increases, but at the price of 
ruining the good names of three men. 
Their good names are their priceless pos
sessions, which do not belong to us. No 
Member of the r: Jnate would permit such 
a thing to be done to his own son. Every 
Member of - the Senate would fight it 
until he fell dead on this floor, before 
he would ever let that be done to his own 
flesh and blood. Yet we would blithely 
do it to three of our citizens in order to 
assure the payment of an increase in 
salary to some employees, but at the price 
of the honor of those men. 

I had hoped the Senator from New 
Mexico [Mr. CHAVEZ] would be in the 
Chamber at this time, because I desired 

to discuss With him one matter with re
lation to his remarks. In connection 
with his remarks about duties and obli
gations and what it means to visit pun
ishment on others, let me call the Sen
ate's attention to one little incident in 
American history, to be multiplied 100 
times. 

During the _administration of Theo
dore Roosevelt a naturalized Greek by 
the name of Perdicardis was captured by 
a Moorish bandit by the name of Raisuli. 
Roosevelt sent a cablegram, "I want 
Perdicardis alive or Raisuli dead." He 
got Perdicardis alive; but if he had not 
gotten Perdicardis alive, there might 
have been a war. President Roosevelt 
might have caused the lives of hundreds 
of American boys to be sacrificed in order 
to defend the proposition that an Ameri
can citizen had a right- to go anywhere 
in the world ·and to maintain the free
dom of his body. 

In the days of the Roman Empire, a 
man who was a Roman citizen went with 
safety anywhere under the flag of Rome, 
under the imperial eagle of the Roman 
Empire. He was free. It meant some
thing to him to be an independent and 
free citizen of Rome, and it meant some
thing to him to have the rights and in
dependence of his family and children 
preserved. 

Mr. President, it means nothing to say 
that these men could be vindicated after 
we had besmirched their characters. A 
man is entitled to justice at the hands of 
the Senate. That is the ~ttitude I take 
regarding the matter. I believe the prob
lem is not complicated, but is elemental 
in its simplicity. 

I will not vote to put the stamp of 
illegality, not only on a man, but on his 
children and his children's children, so 
that people will read it, and so that his 
children will never again be able to say, 
"My father was an honorable man who 
occupied an honorable position under 
the Stars and Stripes." 

The Senate has no right to do that; 
and I, for one, am willing to forego the 
risk of not having increased pay go to 
certain employees, because to me it is 
more important to stand here and· up
hold the rights of men under freedom in 
America, and to prevent the sacrifice of 
the most important principle in the 
world, the principle for which our boys 
are dying now all over the world. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques
tion is on agreeing to the report. On this 
question the yeas and nays have been 
ordered, and the clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to call 
the roll. 
· Mr. WAGNER <when his name was 

called). I have a general pair with the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. REEDJ. I 
transfer that pair to the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. THOMAS], who, if present, 
would vote "nay." Therefore, I am at 
liberty to vote. I vote "nay." 

Mr. CHANDLER <when his name was 
called). I have a general pair with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAVIS]. 
I am advised that if he were present he 

- would vote as I am about to vote. I vote 
"nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HILL: I announce that the Sena
tor from Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER] and 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. GLASS] 
are absent from the Senate because of 
illness. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WALSH] is absent attending the funeral 
of his brother. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. CoN
NALLY] is a member of the special com
mittee of the Senate attending a meeting 
of the Empire Parliamentary Associa
tion, at Ottawa, Canada, and is therefore 
necessarily absent. 

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
BAILEY] and the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
CLARK] are detained on important public 
business. 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. AN
DREWS], the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. BILBO], the Senator from Virginia. 
[Mr. BYRD], the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. GERRY], the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. GILLETTE], the Senator from 
Arizona [Mr. 1-IAYDEN], the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. O'DANIEL], the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. REYNOLDS], the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
SMITH], the Senator fTom Utah [Mr. 
THOMAS], the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. TYDINGS], and the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VAN NUYs] are necessarily 
absent. I am advised that if present and 
voting, the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
ANDREWS], the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. BYRD], and the Senator from Mary"'\ 
land [Mr. TYDINGS] would vote "yea." 

I further announce that the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. CoNNALLY] has a gen .. 
eral pair with the Senator from Ver""\ 
mont [Mr. AUSTIN]. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. AusTIN] and the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. BURTON] are absent as 
members of the special committee of the 
f:;lenate attending a meeting of the Can
ada branch of the Empire Parlia ... 
mentary Association at Ottawa, Canada. 

The f':mator from New Jersey [Mr. 
BARBOUR] and the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. THOMAS] are necessarily absent. 

The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
BusHFIELD] is absent on official business 
as a member of the Indian Affairs Com
mittee. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. ToBEY] and the Senator from Wis
con3in [Mr. WILEY] are absent on offidal 
business. 

The Senator · from California [Mr. 
JOHNSON] is absent because of illness. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DAvis] has been called from the city on 
important business. If present, he would 
vote ''nay." 

The result was announced-yeas 32, 
nays 35, as follows: 

Ball 
Bankhead 
Brewster 
Bridges 
Brooks 
Buck 
Capper 
Caraway 
Chavez 
Eastland 
George 

YEAS-32 
Gurney 
Hawkes 
Holman 
Johnson, Colo. 
Lodge 
McCarran 
McClellan 
McKellar 
McNary 
Nye 
Revercomb 

Robertson 
Russell 
Scrugham 
Stewart 
Taft 
Thomas, Okla. 
Vandenberg 
Wheeler 
Wherry 
White 
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Aiken 
Barkley 
Bone 
Butler 
Chandler 
Clark, Mo. 
Danaher 
Downey 
F E-rguson 
Green 
Guffey 
Hatch 

NAYS-33 
Hill 
Kilgore 
La Follette 
Langer 
Lucas 
McFarland 
Maloney 
May bank 
Mead 
Millikin 
Moore 
Murdock 

Murray 
O'Mahoney 
Overton 
Pepper 
Radcliffe 
Shipstead 
Truman 
Tunnell 
Wagner ' 
Wallgr.en 
Willis 

NOT VOTING-29 
Andrews Davis 
Austin Ellender 
Bailey Gerry 
Barbour Gillette 
Bilbo Glass 
Burton Hayden 
Bushfield Johnson,.Calif. 
Byrd O'Daniel 
Clark, Idaho Reed 
Connally Reynolds 

Smith 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Utah 
Tobey 
Tydings 
Van Nuys 
Walsh 
Wiley 
Wilson 

So the report was rejected. 
Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to be excused from 
further service on the cdhference com
mittee; and in that connection I also 
ask unanimous consent that. my good 
friend the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. GREEN] be appointed in my place. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I hope 
the Senator from Tennessee is not serious 
in that request. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I am very serious 
about it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not think the 
Senator ought to withdraw from the 
conference. I know what a hard job he 
has; but still, judging from the last roll 
call, he is making progress. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McKELLAR. I am not making 
progress when I realize that the Senate 
pages will go off the pay roll on July 1. 
There is no money with which to pay 
them. There are 21 of them. They 
will go off the pay roll, as will the pages 
in the House, the school teachers of the 
District of Columbia, and thousands of 
other employees. 

I feel that I have never done my duty 
any better than I have done it in con
nection with this matter. I have made 
every effort to secm;e the adoption of 
the conference report. The Senate has 
turned it down at least three times. 
Under those circumstances, especially 
when my distinguished friend from 
Rhode Island says that he could have 
the House conferees and the House Mem
bers change their views, and that it 
could be easily managed if there were a 
proper representative of the Senate on 
the committee, I should be delighted if 
he would accept my place, and persuade 
the House to change its view at once. 

I ask unanimous consent that that ar
rangement be made. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, when the 
Senator. from Tennessee displays the 
vigor he does, and the happy phrasing of 
which he is capable, I know that the 
time has not yet arrived to replace him. 
As the Senator from Kentucky has 
pointed out, every time he brings back 
this report he makes progress. I hope 
that the next time it will be taken back 
to the House, and that progress can be 
made there. I do not believe that we 
could do better than to keep the same 
conferees, with the instruction-not nec
essarily formal, but informal-that the 
Senate conferees try to persuade the 

House conferees to take this measure 
back to the House. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I hope 
the Senator from Tennessee will remain 
on the conference committee. He is 
making progress. Eventually he will 
prevail. · 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, Sen
ators are very kind. I have done every
thing a mortal man could do with the 
limitations which I have, not only to get 
this bill through but to get all other ap
propriation bills through by tomorrow 
night. I took a great deal of pride in 
that ambition. I shall be very much dis
appointed if. this bill does not get 
through. But the Senate is determined 
about the matter. It has said so time 
and again, although each time a few 
more Senators voted for the conference 
report. Perhaps if more Senators would 
study it, there would be more votes in 
favor of it. -

I am sorry for the page boys. I wish 
to tell them that I did everything I could 
for them, and for the boys over in the 
House, for the school teachers, the po
licemen, and thousands of other em
ployees throughout the country, who not 
only will not receive any increase in sal
ary, but will not receive their salaries. 
I am very sorry. I meant no harm in 
being persistent. I greatly regret that 
the Senate has not stood by the Senate 
conferees. Tomorrow I shall insist on 
some other Senator taking my place. 

Mr. BARKLEY Mr. President, I do 
not know that there is anything further 
to come before the Senate--

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. Rus
SELL in the chair) . The Chair has a 
message from the House of Representa
tives to lay before the Senate. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Before the Chair lays 
the message before the Senate, let me 
say to the Senator from Tennessee and 
to the Senate that we all appreciate the 
hard work he has done. I especially s,p
preciate it. I know how hard-working 
the Senator always is, and how inter
ested he is in anything he undertakes. 

This is not the first time that the two 
Houses have had difficulty over an ap
propriation bill. In my service I have 
seen many occasions when it was neces
sary to pass a continuing resolution in 
order to pay Government employees un
til an appropriation bill could be passed 
to pay their salaries out of the Treas
ury. These employees do not draw their 
pay until the 15th of the month. They 
are already provided for up until day 
after tomorrow. It does not seem to me 
impossible that the conferees of the two 
Houses may get together. I hope the 
Senator from Tennessee will not weary in 
what I am sure he thinks is well-doing. 
On the last vote he had almost a major.
ity of the Senate. I hope the differences 
between the two Houses may be settled. 

Mr. McKELLAR and Mr. MAYBANK 
addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Kentucky yield, and if so 
to whom? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield to the Sena-
tor from Tennessee. · 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, for 
the past 2 months I do not think there 
has been a single day that I..have not 

worked 12 hours, largely on appropria
tion bills. '1 take pride in my work on 
the bills. I take pride in the magnificent 
help which I have received from the other 
members of the Committee on Appropria
tions. They have done a wonderful work 
under very great difficulties. The House 
sent over some o1; the bills a little later 
than usual, and that has made our work 
more difficult. 

I have tried my -best to be honest, fair, 
and just in every way. When my col
leagues turn down a report of this kind, 
it makes me feel that perhaps I should 
not be a member of the Appropriations 
Committee. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, let me 
say to the Senator from Teimessee that 
I have been turned down in the Senate 
so many times tl:::.t every time I see a 
defeat coming I merely back up to it. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. McKELLAR. I think the Senator 
makes a great mistake, as leader, in not 
standing by committees of the Senate 
when they make reports. I have always 
understood that it was one of the duties 
of the leader to stand by the majority 
of a committee. 

Yesterday my distinguished friend 
announced at the very beginning that 
he would fight the· conference report. 
He said that he did not know anything 
about it, and had not as yet examined 
into it; yet he made a powerful speech 
against members of the Appropriations 
Committee. He made me feel rather · 
downhearted and weary. 

When a bill is reported, either from a 
conference committee or from a. Senate 
committee, 1 have always felt that un
less there was something very unusual 
about it, or something to which Sena
tors conscientiously objected, the com
mittee should be given reasonable sup
port. It certainly should not have tlle 
active and terrific opposition of the 
leader of the party which is undertaking 
to put these measures through. I have 
tried to act in the best of faith. I have 
tried not to lose my temper, and I do not 
believe I have lost it at any time during 
this entire controversy. Again and again 
I have tried to attain certain results; 
but it seemed that the more I tried the 
more vigorous the opposition became. 
When the terrific opposition came to
day, with a strong speech from the ma
jority leader, he certainly lined up a 
number of votes against the conference 
report. Otherwise I believe the confer
ence report would have been agreed to 
earlier in the day. 

Mr. TUNNELL. Mr. President, will 
the _Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. No; I cannot yield 
now. 

Mr. President, I cannot ignore there
marks of the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I did not mean to 
reflect on the Senator. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I understand that 
what the Senator said was in the ut
most of kindness. However, when I rose 
yesterday I did not say that I did not 
know anything about the subject. In 
the last Congress the same question was 
brought before the Senate. Only two 
men were involved then, and not three. 
At that time I took the same position 
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that I took yesterday and have taken 
today. I do not recall the position which 
was taken by the Senator from Tennes
see in the last Congress. 

Mr. 1\!cKELLAR. It was the same as 
that of the Senator from Kentucky. 
However, we were both overruled, and 
Mr. Lasser went out. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am not referring 
to Mr. Lasser. I am referring to Mr. 
Dodd and Mr. Watson, who were elimi
nated bY- the House in the last Congress. 
We made a fight in the Senate to defeat 
the provision affecting those two men, 
and we were successful. I took the same 
position then that I take now, that such 
a provision is unconstitutional. I have 
a deep and conscientious conviction
upon the subject. 

I appreciate the Senator's mild stric
tt!re~ concerning my opposition to the po
sition of the committee. · Frequently I 
am conscientiously in doubt about what 
attitude I should properly take with re
gard to bills rep9rted by committees. I 
think I have frequently ofiended some of 
my colleagues, especially those on this 
side of the Chamber, by standing by 
committees sometimes when I might have 
been justified in voting against them. 
However, in a matter of this nature I 
must remember that I have taken an 
oath, as has every other Senator, to sup
port and defend the Constitution o{ the 
United States. I do not think that I am 
required to stultify my own convictions 
on a constitutional question in order to 
stand by a committee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 
Mr. McKELLAR. I wish to say with 

the utmost kindness that I do not think 
the Senator from Kentucky should 
blame himself too much for having stood 

. by the Appropriations Committee of the 

. Senate. As we all know, especially in the 
past few months, the Senator from Ken
tucky has not upheld the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I have not kept books 
0:1 the subject, but I do not recall any 
particular instances. I do not suppose 
that the fact that I am majority leader 
necessarily makes me an automaton, and 
therefore I am required to vote to sup
port every committee report. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Oh, no. 
Mr. BARKLEY. I have often voted 

against my own committees when they 
have reported bills which I could not sup
port. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. Bl\RKLEY. I yield. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. With all due 

respect to the Appropriations Committee, 
it seems to me that it is more important 
for the ma-jority leader to stand by the 
Senate than to stand by the Appropria
tions Committee or any other minor seg
ment of the Senate. 

As one who has always been opposed 
· to this type of legislation, ·I am very 
grateful for the•support of the majority 
leader. I am glad that he returned to 
the Senate in time to render very val
uable support in the last two or three 

defeats of the Appropriations Committee 
which have taken place. 

I also suggest to the Senator from 
Tennessee that while the Senator from 
Kentucky was necessarily absent because 
of illness, the Senate, under its own 
steam, defeated the efiort to include this 
provision in an appropriation bill by a 
conference report · two or three times. 
As a matter of fact, we have actually lost 
ground since the Senator from Kentucky 
returned. We have not defeated the 
proposal by as great a margin since the 
Semitor returned as we did while he 
was away. 'I do not believe it is fair 
for the Senator from Tennessee to up
braid the Senator fron1 Kentucky. -

Mr. BARKLEY. What the Senator 
has said is undoubtedly true. No longer 
than an hour ago I expressed the view 
that instead of the Senator from Ten
nessee chiding me he ought to thank me 
for my opposition, because he got more 
votes with my opposition than he got 
while I was absent, 

Yesterday I rose and made the state- · 
ment that I had been necessarily absent 
when the question was before the Senate 
on two previous occasions. On one occa
sion the Senate voted 69 to nothing to 
eliminate this provision. Had I been 
present the vote would have been 70 to 
nothing. On another occasion, when the 
conference report was defeated 52 to 17, 
I was still absent. Had I been present, 
my vote would have made it 53 to 17. 

Having been absent and not having 
had an opportunity to vote or express my
self on those two occasions, yesterday I 
felt that I ought to express my views. 
For many years I have had a deep ar..d 
abiding conviction on this ques.tion. I 
do not ask any other Senatorr to vote 
against the conference report. I merely 
explain why I voted against it. The Sen
ator from Tennessee flatters me when 
he says that my speech influenced the 
vote of any other Senator. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator from 
Kentucky and the Senator from Missouri 
are rather hard on themselves. I think 
the Senator from Kentucky certainly 

' defeated this measure twice today. If 
there is any satisfaction to be gained 
Lorn defeating an appropriation bill of 
this kind, the Senator from Kentucky is 
entitled to a full measure of satisfaction 
for having defeated this worthy meas
ure. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If I obtained satis
faction from the defeat, the Senator 
from Tennessee should obtain satisfac
tion from a defeat by a smaller margin. 

Mr. TUNNELL. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 
Mr. TUNNELL. I think perhaps the 

Senator from Kentucky has misunder
stood the situation. 

1,\fr. BARKLEY. -I frequently do. 
[Laughter.] · 

Mr. TUNNELL. I listened to the Sen
ator from Tennessee, and I thought that 
whatever reflection he might have made 
on any Senator was on the leader of the 
party which is trying to put this bill 

· through. I did not think that he meant 
the Senator from Kentucky. I thought 

perhaps he was referring to the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. McNARYJ. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I would not attempt 
to elucidate or even illuminate that 
subject. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I said the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY]. I did 
not mean the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
McNARY] when I said the Senator from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. BARKL~Y. I hope the Senator 
from Oregon will join me in the hope 
that he and I do not become confused. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield, but I should 
like to conclude this discussion and make 
a motion for a recess. 

Mr. -CHAVEZ. I am in the mood to 
recess, but I hope the Senator from Ore
gon, the Senator from Kentucky, and the 
Senator from Tennessee will not become 
confused. I hope that the Senator from 
Tennessee, who is in charge of the bill, 
will stick it out. We are making prog
ress. It will take a little time. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I join in that hope. 
SALE OF HORSE MEAT OR FOOD PROD

UCTS IN THE DISTRICT 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before 
the Senate the amendment of the House 
bf Representatives to the bill <S. 832) re
lating to the sale of horse meat or food 
products thereof in the District of Co
lumbia, which was, on page 2, to strike 
out all of section 3, and insert: 

SEc. 3. The health officer of the District 
of Columbia, subject to the approval of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
is authorized to make such regulations as 
may be necessary to carry out the purposes 
of this act. -

Mr. BRIDGES. I move that the Sen
ate concur in the amendment of the 
House. · 

The motion was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Sen
ate proceed to the consideration of ex
ecutive busine~s. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. Rus
SELL in the chair) laid before the Senate 
messages from the President of the 
United States submitting sundry nomi
nations, which were referred to the ap
propriate committees. 

(For nominations this day received, 
see the end of Senate proceedings.) 
EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITIEES 

The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. THOMAS of Utah, from the Com• 
mit tee on Education and Labor: 

John M. Houston, of Kansas, to be a mem
ber of the National Labor Relations Board 
for the term of 5 yean; from August 27, 1943 
(reappointment). 

By Mr. McKELLAR, from the Commlt' ee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Sundry postmasters. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 

be no further reports of committees, the 
clerk will proceed to state the nomina
tions on the Executive Calendar. 

THE JUDICIARY 

The legislative clerk read the nomi
nation of James B. M. McNally to be 
United States attorney fm· the southern 
district of New York. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 

The legislative clerk react· the nomina
tion of Joseph T. Votava to be United 
States attorney for the district of Ne
braska. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 

The legislative clerk read the nomina
tion of Horace Friertson to be United 
States attorney for the middle district 
of Tennessee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 

The legislative clerk read the nomina
tion of George E. Proudfit to be United 
States marshal for the district of 
Nebraska. ~ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 

The legislative clerk read the nomina
tion of Reuben Gosnell to be United 
States marshal for the western district of 
South Carolina.· 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the n9mination is confirmed. 

WAR MANPOWER COMMISSION 

The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the War Man
power Commission. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations are confirmed 
en bloc. · 

POSTMASTERS 

The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters. 

Mr: McKELLAR. I ask that the nomi
nations be confirmed en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations are confirmed 
en bloc. 

THE ARMY 

The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in tha Army. ' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations are confirmed 
en bloc. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous con
sent that the President be immediately 
notified of all confirmations of today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. •Without 
objection, the President will be notified 

· forthwith. 
RECESS 

Mr. BARKLEY. As in legislative ses
sion, I move that the Senate take a re
cess until tomorrow at 11 o'clock a. m. 

The motion was agreed to·; and <at 7 
o'clock and 32 minutes p, m.) the Senate 
took a recess until tomorrow, Wednesday, 
June 30, 1943, at 11 o'clock a.m. 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by the 
Senate June 29 <legislative day of May 
24), 1943: 

DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE 

John 8. Service, of Ohio, now a. Foreign 
Service om.cer of class 7 and a secretary in the 

Diplomatic Service, to be also a consul of the 
United States of America. 

MUNICIPAL CounT FOR THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA 

Armond W. Scott, of the District of Colum
bia, to be associate judge of the municipal 
court for the District of Columbia. (He 1s 
now serving in this post under an appomt
ment which expires July 14, 1943.) 

Thomas D. Quinn, of the District of Co
lumbia, to be assdciate judge of the nm
nicipal court for the District of Columbia, 
vice Hobart Newman, whose term expires 
August 21, 1943. 

\VAll MANPOWER COMMISSION 

Richard J. Cullen, from th~ State of New 
York, to be senior manpower utilization con
suLtant, at $4,600 per annum, in the New 
York regional office. 

Huxley Madeheim, from the State of New 
York, to be senior manpower utilization con
sultant, at $4.600 per annum, in the New 
York regional ofil.ce. 

George C. Chesney, from the District of Co
lumbia, to be head industrial consultant in 
the Bureau of Manpower Utilization, at 
$6,500 per annum, in the Washington ofil.ce. 

Ernest L. Marbury, from the State of Ala
bama, to be deputy regional manpower direc
tor, at $6,500 per annum, in the Alabama 
State office. 

Joseph S. Dorton, from the State of North 
Carolina (previously confirmed for the posi
tion of area director at $4,600 per annum), 
to be deputy regional manpower director, at 
$5,600 per annum, in the North Carolina State 
office. 

Glenn L. Bobbitt, from the State of North 
Carolina, to be area chief of training, at 
$4,600 per annum, in the Raleigh area office. 

Leo H. Carney, from the State of Pennsyl
vania, to be area director, at $4,600 per an
num, in the Erie area office. 

Harofd S. Woodley, from the State of Mich
igan, to be area director, at $4,600 per annum. 
in the Battle Creek, area office. 

APPOINTkENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE REGULAR 
ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES 

TO ADJUTANT GENERAL'S DEPARTMENT 

Lt. Col. Don Elwood Lowry, Quartermaster 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
September 4, 1942. 

TO QUARTERMASTER CORPS 

Maj. Wilson Turner Douglas, Infantry 
(temporary colonel), with rank from June 
12, 1943. 

TO FINANCE DEPARTMENT 

Capt. Curtis Alan Schrader, Field Artillery. 
(temporary lieutenant colonel), with rank 
from June 10, 1942. 

TO AIR CORPS 

Capt. Victor Haller King, Coast Artillery 
Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel), with 
rank from June 13, 1943. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY OF THE 
UNITED STATES 

(Those ofil.cers whose names are preceded 
by the symbol (X) are subject to the exam
ination required by law. All others have 
been examined and found qualified for pro
motion.) 
To be lieutenant colonels, with rank from 

July 1, 194'1 
• Maj. Paul Americus Harris, Coast Artillery 
Corps (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Jefferson Cleveland Campbell, Field 
Artillery (temporary lieutenant colonel). 
X Maj. Hugh Franklin Conrey, Field Artillery 
(temporary lieutenant colonel). 
XMaj. Edwin Clark Maling, Chemical War
fare Service (temporary colonel). • 

Maj. 0. D. Wells, Quartermaster Corps 
(temporary colonel). · 
XMaj. Frank Celestine Meade, Signal Corps 
(temporary brigadier general). ' 

Maj. Paul Wallace Cole, Coast Artillery 
Corps (temporary colonel). 
XMaj. Charles Speir Lawrence, Quartermas
ter Corps (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Clarence Matthew Tomlinson, In
fantry (temporary colonel) : 

Maj. Julian Buckner Haddon, Air Corps 
(temporary brigadier general). 

Maj. Clem Oliver Gunn, Coast Artillery 
Corps (temporary colonel). 
XMaj. Wilber Russell Ellis, Quartermaster 
Corps (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Donald Weldon Brann, Infantry 
(tempor.ary colonel). 

Maj. George Bernhard Anderson, Coast Ar
tillery Corps (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Walter John Wolfe, Coast Artillery 
Corps (temporary colonel). 
XMaj. Roswell Emory Round, Infantry 
(temporary colonel). 

Maj. Lester Frank Watson, Quartermaster 
Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. William Edwin Vecqueray, Quarter
master Corps (temporary lieutenant col
onel). 
XMaj. Haynie McCormick, Air Corps (tem
porary colonel) . 
X Maj. Alber: Theodore Wilson, L"lfantry 
(temporary colonel). 

Maj. Cornelius Emmett O'Connor, Air 
Corps (temporary colonel). 
XMaj. Hartwell Matthew Elder, Quartermas
ter Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. Park Holland, Air Corps (temporary 
colonel). 
XMaj. John Gross, Field Artillery (temporary 

lieutenant colonel). 
Maj. Thomas Russell Howard, Quartermas

ter Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel). 
Maj. Samuel James Adams, Finance De

partment (temporary lieutenant colonel). 
XMaj. Albert Gillian Kelly, Adjutant Gen
eral's Department (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Wayne McVeigh Pickels, Quartermas
ter Corps (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Owen Russell Marriott, Quartermaster 
Corps (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Frank Joseph Vida, Infantry (tempo-
rary colonel). 
X Maj. Harold Patrick Henry, Quartermaster 

Corps (temporary colonel) . 
X Maj. Frederic Pierce Van Duzee, Quarter
master · Corps (temporary lieutenant colo
nel). 

Maj. Burns Beall, Infantry (temporary 
colonel). · 
X Maj. John Bartlett Hess, Finance Depart
ment (temporary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. Allen Francis Haynes, Infantry (tern .. 
porary lieutenant colonel) . 

Maj. Harold Gaslin Sydenham, Infantry 
(temporary colonel). 
X Maj. George Windle Read, Jr., Cavalry 
(temporary colonel). 

To be lieutenant colonels with rank from 
July 2, 1943 

X Maj. Francis Hudson Oxx, Corps of Engi
neers (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Thomas Henry Stanley, Corps of En
gineers (temporary colonel). 
X Maj. Donald Greeley White, Corps of En
gineers (temporary colonel). 

Maj. William Weston Bessell, Jr., Corps of 
Engineers (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Charles George Holle, Corps of Engi
neers (temporary colonel). 

Maj. John Wylie Moreland, Corps of Engi
neers (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Wayne Stewart Moore, Corps of Engi
neers (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Henry Franklin Hannis, Corps of En
gineers (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Edward Albert Routheau, Field Ar-
tillery (temporary colonel).. · 
X Maj. Wilson Burnett Higgins, Corps of En· 
gineers (temporary colonel) . 
X Maj. Frederic Lord Hayden, Coast Artllleey 
Corps (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Warren Cressman Rutter. Coast Ar• 
tillery Corps (temporary colonel)_. 
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Maj. Harold Frank Handy, Field Artillery 

(temporary colonel). 
X Maj. Richard Clare Partridge, Field Artil
lery (temporary colonel) . 

Maj. Edward John McGaw, Field Artillery 
(temporary colonel). 

Maj. Harold Thomas Miller, Corps of Engi-
neers (temporary colonel). · 

Maj. Tyree Rivers Horn, Signal Corps (tem
porary colonel) . 
X Maj. Joseph Leo Langevin, Field Artillery
( temporary colonel). 
X Maj. William Hardy Hill, Field Artillery 
(temporarr colonel). 
XMaj. Louis Jacob Claterbos, Corps of En
gineers (temporary colonel). 
XMaj. Auguste Rhu Taylor, Judge Advocate . 
General's Department (temporary colonel). 

Maj. James Kennetp. Mitchell, Cavalry 
(temporary colonel). 

Maj. Frank Andrew Henning, Field Ar
tillery (temporary colonel). 
X Maj. Ewart Gladstone Plank, Corps of Engi
neers (temporary colonel). 

Maj. James Malcolm Lewis, Field Artillery 
(temporary colonel). 
X Maj. Bernard Linn Robinson, Corps of Engi
neers (temporary colonel). 
XMaj. John1 Robert Culleton, Field Artil
lery (temporary lieutenant colonel). . 

Maj. James Goodrich Renno, Signal Corps 
(temporary lieutenant colonel). 
· Maj. Charles Steinhart Whitmer~. Field Ar
tillery (temporary colonel) . 

Maj. James Hobson Stratton, Corps of 
Engineers (temporary colonel). 
XMaj. Lee Armstead Denson, Jr., Coast Ar
tmery Corps (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Lawrence Granger Smith, Cavalry 
(temporary colonel). 

Maj. Edward Haviland Lastayo, Field Ar-
tillery (temporary colonel). • 
XMaj. George DeGraaf, Quartermaster Corps 
(temporary colonel). 

Maj. Lathrop Ray Bul1ene, Coast Artillery 
Corps ·(temporary colonel). 

Maj. James Alexander Samouce, Field Ar
tillery (temporary colonel). 

Maj. William Wallace Ford, Field Artillery 
(temporary colonel). 
XMaj. George Dewey Vanture, Field Artil
lery (temporary lieutenant colonel). 
X Maj. Pa.~tor Martelino, Philippine Scouts 
(temporary colonel). 
X Maj. Harry Earl Fisher, Corps of Engineers 
(temporary colonel). 

Maj. Donald Sylvester Burns, Corps of Engi
neers (temporary colonel). 
X Maj. Donald James Leehey, Corps of Engi
neers (temporary colonel). 
X Maj. Joseph Eugene Harriman, Coast Ar
tl!lery Corps (temporary brigadier general). 

Maj. George Joseph Loupret, Coast Artil
lery Corps _{temporary colonel). 
XMaj. Thomas Arnett Roberts, Jr., Field Ar
tillery (temporary colonel) . 

Maj. Verne Donald Mudge, Cavalry (tem
porary brigadier general) . 
X Maj. John Loren Goff, Coast Artillery Corps 
(temporary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. Francis Henry Morse, Field Artillery 
(temporary colonel). 
X Maj. Edward Macon Edmonson, Field Ar
tillery (temporary . colonel). 

Maj. William Gordon Holder, Coast Ar· 
tillery (temporary colonel). 
X Maj. Halstead Clotworthy Fowler, Field Ar
tillery (temporary lieutenant colonel). 
XMaj. Lyman Louis Lemnitzer, Coast Artil
lery corps (temporary brigadier general). 

Maj. Leslie Burgess Downing, Field Artil
lery (temporary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. William Ignatius Brady; Coast Artil
lery Corps (temporary colonel). 
X Maj . Eugene Martin Link, Field Artillery 
(temporary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. John States Seybold, Corps of Engi
neers (temporary colonel). 

Maj. William Harry Bartlett, Field Artil
lery (temporary colonel). 

XMaj. Donald Breen Herron, Coast Arttllery 
Corps (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Edward Clinton Gillette, Jr., Field Ar· 
tillery (temporary' colonel). 

Maj. Russell Owen Smith, Field Artillery 
(temporary colonel). 
X Maj. Rex Van Den Corput, Jr., Signal Corps 
(temporary colonel). 

Maj. :{lamer Watson Kiefer, Field Artillery 
(temporary colonel). 

Maj. James Myron McMillin, Chemical War
fare Service (temporary colonel). 
XMaj. Joseph Harris, Finance Department 
(temporary colonel). 
XMaj. John George Howard, Field Artillery 
(temporary lieutenant colonel). 
XMaj. Robert Hugh Kreuter, Coast Artillery 

_Co•·ps (temporary colonel). 
Maj. Laurence Wood Bartlett, Coast Artil- -

lery Corps (temporary colonel). 
X Maj. Donald Frank Stace, Air Corps (tempo
rary colonel) . 

Maj. Reynolds Johnston Burt, Jr., Corps of 
Engineers (temporary colonel). 

Maj. John Dickerson Mitchell, Coast Artil
lery Corps (temporary colonel). 
XMaj. Clarence Henry Schabacker, Coast 
Artillery Corps (temporary colonel). 
X Maj. Fred Lebbeus Hamilton, Quartermaster 
Corps (temporary colonel). 

Maj. John Francis Cassidy, Coast Artillery 
Corps (temporary colonel). • 

Maj._ John Foxhall Sturman, Jr., Coast 
Artillery Corps (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Joseph Jacob Billa, Infantry (tempo
rary colonel) . 

Maj. Clarence Clemens Clendenen, Cavalry 
(temporary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. William Carleton McFadden, Coast 
Artillery Corps (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Eugene Collum Johnston, Cavalry 
(temporary colonel). 

Maj. James Hess Walker, Cavalry (tempo
rary brigadier general). 
X Maj. Lyman Lincoln Judge, Adjutant Gen
eral's Department (temporary colonel). 
XMaj. Frank Needham Roberts, Infantry 
(temporary colonel). 
XMaj. Francis Henry Lanahan, Jr., Signal 
Corps (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Lawrence Edward Schick, Adjutant 
General's Department (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Courtney Parker Young, Coast Artil
lery Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. Henry Chester Hine, Jr., Cavalry 
(temporary colonel). 
X Maj. William Price Withers, Cavalry 
(temporary colonel). 

Maj. Frederick Robert Pitts, Cavalry 
(temporary colonel). 
XMaj. Sharman Vitus Hasbrouck, Field Ar
tillery (temporary colonel). 
XMaj. Crump Garvin, Infantry (temporary 
colonel) . 
X Maj. Hamilton Peyton Ellts, Coast Artillery 
Corps (temporary colonel). · 
XMaj. Thomas Dresser White, Air Corps 
(temporary brigadier general) . 
XMaj. Frederick Mixon Harris, Infantry 
(temporary colonel). 

Maj. Dwight Acker Rosebaum, Infantry 
(temporary colonel). 
XMaj. Kenneth Gilpin Hoge, Adjutant Gen
eral's Department (temporary lieutenant 
colonel). 

Maj. Richard Candler Singer, Field Artillery 
(temporary lieutenant colonel). 
XMaj. Aladin James Hart, Cavalry (tempo
rary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. William P..ichter Tomey, Infantry 
(temporary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. Joseph Honore Rousseau, Jr., Coast 
Artillery Corps (temporary lieutenant colo
nel). 

Maj. Lawrence Joseph Carr, Air Corps (tem
porary colonel). 

Maj. Maurice Wiley Daniel, Field Artillery 
(temporary colonel) . 

Maj. Alexander Hamilton Perwein, Infantry 
(temporary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. Clovis Ethelbert Byers, Cavalry (tem• 
porary brigadier general). 
XMaj. Oscar Raymond Johnston, Infantry 
(temporary colonel). 
XMaj. George Andrew Rehm, Cavalry (tern• 

porary colonel) . 
X Maj. Edward Carl Engelhart, Coast Artillery 
Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel). · 

Maj. Charles Whitney West, Judge Advo
cate General's Department (temporary colo
nel). 

Maj. Park Brown Herrick, Field Artillery 
(temporary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. Herbert Carl Reuter, Coast Artillery 
Corps (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Harold Edward Smyser, Infantry (tem
porary colonel.) 

Maj. Esher Claflin Burkart, Field Artillery 
(temporary colonel.) 

Maj. Thomas Eginton Whitehead, Quarter-
master Corps (temporary colonel). 
XMaj. Alexander George, Cavalry (tempo· 

rary colonel) . 
XMaj. Charles Kenan Gailey, Jr., Infantry 
(temporary colonel). · 
X Maj. Francis William Farrell, Field Artillery 
(temporary colonel). 
XMaj. Wilmer Brinton Menitt, Coast Artil• 
lery Corps (temporary colonel). 
X Maj. Harry Clark Wisehart, Air Corps (tem• 
po:-ary colonel). 

Maj. Charles Merton Adams, Jr., Infantry 
(temporary colonel). 
XMaj. John Ferral McBlain, Air Corps (tem• 
porary brigadier general) . 
X Maj. Richard Meade Costigan, Field Artil· 
lery (temporary lieutenant colonel). 
XMaj. Gustave Harold Vogel, Quarterma:!ter 
Corps (temporary colonel). 
XMaj. Basil Girard Thayer, Cavalry (tempo
rary colonel) . 

Maj. Edward Joseph Sullivan, Chemical 
Warfare Service (temporary colonel). 

Maj. James Perrine Barney, Jr., Field Artil• 
lery (temporary lieutenant colonel). 
XMaj. Wilbur Sturtevant Nye, Field Artillery 
(temporary colonel). 
X Maj. Charles Harlan Swartz, Field Artillery 
(temporary colonel). 
XMaj. Leland Stuart Smith, Adjutant Gen
eral's Department (temporary colonel). 
X Maj. Carl Frederick Duffner, Infantry (tem• 
porary colonel) . 
X Maj. Millard Pierson, Field Artillery (tempo• 
rary colonel) . 
X Maj. Harlan Thurston McCormick, Air 
Corps (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Ray Olander Welch, Quartermaster 
Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. Julian Erskine Raymond, Infantry 
(temporary colonel). ' 
XMaj. George Hannen, Infantry (temporary 
brigadier general) 

Maj. Charles Porter Amazeen, Cavalry 
(temporary lieutenant colonel). · · 

Maj. Edward Thomas Williams, Field Artil
lery (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Frank Thweatt Searcy, Infantry (tem· 
porary colonel). 

Maj. Alan Lockhart Fulton, Cavalry (tempo• 
rary colonel) . 
XMaj. Terence John Tully, Signal Corps 
(temporary colonel). 

Maj. William Earl Crist, Infantry (tempo
rary brigadier general) . 

Maj. Claude Monroe McQuarrie, Infantry 
(temnorary colonel) . 

Maj. William Lemuel Mitchell, Infantry 
(temporary colonel). 

Maj. Escalus Emmert Elliott , Field Artillery 
(temp_orary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. Milton Cogswell Shattuck, Infantry 
(temporary colonel). 
XMaj. Joseph Vincent de Paul Dillon, Judge 
Advocate General's Department (temporary 
brigadier general) . 

Maj. Hayden Adriance Sears, Cavalry (tem
porary colonel) . 

Maj. John Thomas Lynch, Quartermaster 
Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel). 



6742 "CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE JUNE 29 
Maj. John Black Reybold, Cavalry (tem

porary colonel) . 
XMaj. William Dickey Long, Infantry (tem
porary lieutenant colonel) . 

Maj. Henry Irving Hodes, Cavalry (tem
porary colonel) .. 
- Maj. William Joel Tudor Yancey, Infantry 
(temporary lieutenant colonel). 
·X Maj. Leon Et~gene Lichtenwalter, Quarter
master Corps (temporary colonel). 

Maj. Sidney Rae Hinds, Infantry (tempo
rary colonel) . 
XMaj. Halley Grey Maddox, Cavalry (tem
porary colonel) . 
X Maj. Harold Todd Turnbull, Coast Artillery 

Corps (temporary colonel). 
X Maj. Hugo Peoples Rush, Air Corps (tem
porary colonel) . 

Maj. Wray Bertrand Avera, Field Artillery 
{temporary lieutenant colonel). 
XMaj. Charles Fox Ivins, Infantry (tempo
rary colonel). 

Maj. Walter Daniel Buie, Infantry (tem
porary colonel) . 
X Maj. John Taylor Ward, Cavalry (tempo
rary lieutenant colonel). 

Maj. John Elmer Reierson, Coast Artillery 
Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel). 
X Maj. Henry Jackson Hunt, Jr.. Infantry 
(temporary colonel). 

To be captain with rank from July 15, 1943 
First Lt. Adrian Leonard Hoebeke, Infantry 

.(temporary lieutenant colonel). 

To be first lieutenant with rank from July 1, 
1943 

. Second Lt. Weldon Marion James, Air 
Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel). 

Second Lt. John Norton Reynolds, Jr., 
Air Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel). 

Second Lt. William Elza McEntire, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Bryan Brand Harper, Alr Corps 
(temporary lieutenant colonel). 
.x Second Lt. Joseph Herbert Paul, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 
.x second Lt. William John Feallock 2d, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. William Murray Hendrix, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 
S~cond Lt. Alvin Edward Hebert, Air Corps 

(temporary lieutenant colonel). 
.X Second Lt. George Miles McNeese, Air Corps 
( ';emporary lieutenant colonel). 

: Second Lt. Joseph Richard Ambrose, Air 
Ccrps (temporary major). 
. Second Lt. Ogden Nelson Pratt, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Donald K. Bennett, Air Corps 
(temporary major) . 
· Second Lt. Richard Condie Sanders, Air 
Corps (temporary colonel). 
· Second Lt. Ernest Roderic Manierre, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Robert Fleming Harris, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 
. Second Lt. Rollin Murray Winingham, Air 
Corps .(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Malcolm McMillan Heber, Air 
Corps (tempor&ry major). 

Second Lt. Robert Lee Baseler, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 
X Second Lt. Harold Caldwell Smelser, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Gerhard John Schriever, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Adolf Milton Wright, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 
X Second Lt. Cecil James Looke, Jr., Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. John Preston Breckenridge, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 
X Second Lt. George Edward Glober, Air Corps 
(temporary lieu ten ant colonel). 

Second Lt. William Edward Hubbard 2d, 
Air Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Charles Afton Gayle, Air Corps 
(temporary lieutenant colonel). 
X Second Lt. J. Garrett Jackson, Air Corps 
.( temporary major). 

Second Lt. Carrell Thurman Murrell, Air 
Corps (tem~orary major). 
X Second Lt. Edgar Allen Romberg, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Orville Herman Rehmann, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Orie Olin Schurter, Air Corps 
(temporary major) . 

Second Lt. Frederick William Baum, In
fantry (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Ralph Monroe Fawcett, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Stanley Richard Vesper, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. William Ellsworth Boyd, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Ph111p John Kuhl, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 
X Second Lt. Alexander George Evanoff, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 
X Second Lt. Jerry Dentler Page, Air Corps 
(temporary major) . 

Second Lt. Rollert Henry Anthis, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 
- Second Lt. Joseph Austin Cunningham, Air 
Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel). 
, Second Lt. Ralp)?. Amos Reeve, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 
X Second Lt. Dorr Ellsworth Newton, Jr., Air 
Corps (temporary major). 
· Second Lt. Donald Leonard Clark, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 
.x Second Lt. Maurice Leslie Martin, Air Corps 
(temporary major) . 

Second Lt. Thomas Stanley Jeffrey, Jr., Air 
Corps (temporary major). · 

Second Lt. James Herbert Batte, Chemical 
Warfare Service (temporary major). 
XSecond Lt. Herman Walter Wright Lange, 
Field Artillery (temporary major). 
XSecond Lt. Harold Stanley Griffith, Jr., 
Infantry (temporary captain). 

f:iecond Lt. Alfred Washburn Bruneau, Cav
alry (temporary major). 

Second Lt. John Cook Tredennick, Coast 
Artillery Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Jack Conrad Miller, · Infantry 
(temporary captain). 
XSecond Lt. John Hall Livingston, Corps of 
Engineers (temporary majo~;). 

Second Lt. Hunter LeGear Stockton, Field 
Artillery (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Jene Earl Mills, Field Artillery 
(temporary major). · 
X Second Lt. Woodrow Bryan Sigley, Coast 
Artillery Corps (temporary captain). 
X Second Lt. Pratt Alexander Warren, In
fantry (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Warren Randall 'King, Field Ar
tillery (temporary caotain). 
X Second Lt. Robert Gray Platt, Coast Ar
tillery Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Leslie Harness, Infantry (tem
porary captain). 

Second Lt. Peter Denisevich, Infantry 
(temporary major). 
X Second Lt. Philip Archie Hatten, Field Ar
tillery (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Gilbert Warren Curl, Infantry 
(temporary captain). 
X Second Lt. Alfred Lincoln Brassel, Coast 
Artillery Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Ernest Lester Ramme, Field Ar- · 
tillery (temporary m ajor). 

Second Lt. George Cobb Benjamin, Cav
alry (temporary major). 

Second Lt. James Blair Green, )i'ield Ar
tillery (t emporary major). 

Second Lt. Robert Harlan Bull, Infantry 
(temporary captain) . -
X Second Lt. George Burbank Webster, Jr., 
Coast Artillery Corps (temporary lieutenant 

'colonel). 
Second Lt. Ellsworth Andrew Cragholm, 

Infantry (temporary major). 
Second Lt. Emerson Wallace Grant, Cavalry 

(temporary captain). 
X Second Lt. George Blatchford Robinson, 
Infantry (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Clifford Ellwood Lippincott, 
Cavalry (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Stephen Dana Young, Coast Ar
tillery Corps· (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. George Francis Carter, Field 
Artillery (temporary captain). 
X Second Lt. William Kethley Gillmore, 
Coast Artillery Corps (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Jacob Lewis Riley, Jr., Infantry 
(temporary captain) . 

Second Lt. Cyril Dean Sterner, Infantry 
(temporary major). · 
XSecond Lt. Marion Walton Walker, FieJd 
Artillery (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Donald Alvin Kersting, Infantry 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Charles Walker Sample, Infantry 
{temporary majori. 

Second Lt. Benjamin Grant Taylor, Jr., 
Infantry (temporary captain). 
X Second. Lt. Richard Irvine Manning, In
fantry (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Thomas Addis Emmet Moseley, 
Jr., Cavalry (temporary captain). 
X Second Lt. Ralph Sheridan Eldridge, In
fantry (temporary . major). 

Second Lt. Misha Nicholas Kadick, Field 
Artillery (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. John Storey Sandiland, Infantry 
(temporary captain). 
X Second Lt. Robert Charles Hilpert, Infan
try (temporary captain). · 

Second Lt. Joseph Houghton Collart, Corps 
of Engineers (temporary major). 
- Second Lt. William Scandrett, Signal Corps 
(temporary major). · 

Second Lt. · Darrel Gee Costello, Infantry 
(tempo~ary major). 
XSecond Lt. Bergen Brokaw Hovell, Coast 
Artillery Corps (temporary major). 
X Second Lt. Francis Woodrow Adams, Cav
alry (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Paul Henry Symbol, Corps of 
Engineers (temporary lieutenant colonel). 

Second Lt. David Samuel Daley, Jr., Infan
try (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Louis Howard Ressijac, Infantry 
(temporary major). 
· Second Lt. Thomas Lanier McKnight, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Jack Finney Lane, Chemical 
Warfare Service (temporary major). 
X Second Lt. Charles Mix Gilbert, Coast Artil
lery Corps (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Thomas O'Connor Blakeney, In
fantry (temporary major). 
X Second Lt. R?bert JackEon Natzel, Infantry 
(temporary major). 
X Second Lt. Harry Hammond Walker, 
Jr., Infantry (temporary captain). 
X Second Lt. Charles Douglas Johnston, In
fantry (temporary -major. 

Second Lt. Otto Bismarck Cloudt, Jr., In
fantry (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Harry -Paller Infantry (tempo
rary major). 
X Second Lt. Eric Edward Duckstad, Infantry 
(temporary captain). 

Sacond Lt. Walter · Edwin Winter, Field 
Artillery (temporary major). 

Second Lt. John Royal Linehan, Air Corps 
(temporary captain) . 
X Second Lt. Stephen Davenport McElroy, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Harold Diedrich Hansen, Infan
try (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Emil Paul Eschenburg, Infantry 
(temporary major). 

S3cond Lt. Robert Edward Arn, Field Artil
lery (temporary captain). 
X Second Lt. Francis Meisinger Libershal, 
Corps of Engineers (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Edward Francis Hubbard, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 
X Second Lt. John Luverne Richardson, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 
X Second Lt. Ben King Humphrey, Infantry 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Roger McKee Crow, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Frank Edward Sulllvan, Air 
Corps (temporary m ajor). 

.. 
/ 
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Second Lt. Donald Thomas Bennink, Air 

Corp!3 (temporary major). 
X Second Lt. William Alfred Filer, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Horace Albert Hanes, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 
XSecond Lt. Stuart Moss Porter, Air Corps 
(temporary colonel). 

Second Lt. Alvan Neavitt Moore, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Frank Lee Wood, Jr., Air Corps 
(temporary major). 
XSecond Lt. William Cone Mahoney, Jr., 
Coast Artillery Corps (temporary major). 
X Second Lt.• William Chester Goers, Infan
try (temporary first lieutenant). 

Second Lt. David William Iunghuhn, In
fantry (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. William Darrel Cavness, In
fant ry. (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Lester Bennett Johnson, Infan
try (temporary first lieutenant). 

Szcond Lt. Parker Ewan Connor, Jr., In
fantry (temporary captain). 
X Second Lt. Richard Sears Lovering, Jr., 
Field Artillery (temporary first lieutenant). 

Second Lt. Elmer Austin Dixon, Air Corps 
(temporary captain). 
X Second Lt. MacPherson Morgan, Air Corps 
(temporary major) . 
S~cond Lt. Joseph Pancratius Fagan, In

fantry (temporary major). 
Second Lt. Edward Kennedy Lovelace, In

fantry (temporary captain). 
Second Lt. John Edward Unverferth, Corps 

of Engineers (temporary major). 
Second Lt. Paul Edward Alban, Field Ar

tillery (temporary captain). 
X Second Lt. George Thomas Metcalf, Field 
Artillery (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Earl William Edwards, Infantry 
(temporary major). -
X Sacond Lt. Bert Perrin, Infantry (tempo
rary captain). 

Second Lt. Raymond Thomas Shelby, In-
fantry (temporary major). · · 
X Second Lt. Ernest Henry Lorenz, Jr., Field 
Artillery (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Frank Norton Graves, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. William Carrolton Adams, Air 
Corps (temporary major). 
X Second Lt. · Thomas Robert Ford, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Walter John Wagner, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 
XSecond Lt. John Lewis Zoeckler, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Wright Andrew Scoville, Field 
Artillery (temporary captain) . 
X Second Lt. William Christopher Wilkin
son, Jr., Infantry (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. William Bailey Crum, Infantry 
(temporary first lieutenant). 
X Second Lt. Arden Charles Brill, Infantry 
(temporary major) . 

Second Lt. George Washington Shivers, Jr., 
Coast Artillery Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Robert Clyde Stump, Field Ar
tillery (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Jack Cecil Evans, Jr., Coast 
Artillery Corps (temporary major). 
x Second Lt. Herbert Ernest Rice, Coast Ar
tillery Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. John Fogg Twombly 3d, Field 
Artillery (temporary captain). 
X Second Lt. Tom Spencer Phair, Infantry 
(temporary first lieutenant). 
X Second Lt. Carl Paul Walter, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 
X Second Lt. Troxell Olin Mason, Coa§t Artil
lery Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Jacob Franklin Mynderse, Field 
Artillery (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Merle Reed Preble, Infantry 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Robert Charles Hall, Field Artll
lery (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Harry Alexander Schendel, Jr., 
Cavalry (temporary captain) • 

• 

Second Lt. Raymond Charles Durgan, In
fantry (temporary major). 
X Second Lt. Everett Albert Hansen, Corps 
of Engineers (temporary major). 
XSecond Lt. Gerard George Wolke, Infantry 
(temporary captain). 
X Second Lt. Charles Thompson Horner, Jr., 
Infantry (temporary major). 

Second Lt. John Milton Hightower 3d, In
fantry (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Hal Dale McCown, Infantry 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Hugh William McClary, In
fantry (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Oscar Marion Brumfiel, Coast 
Artillery Corps (temporary captain). 
X Second Lt. Henry John Richter, Infantry 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Ariel Wayne Nielsen, Air Corps 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. John Barkeley McPherson, Cav
alry (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Edwin O'Connor, Jr., Cavalry 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Emil Franklin Hawes, Infantry 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Arthur Harold Lahlum, Infantry 
(temporary captain). 
X Second Lt. Robert Condit Ingalls, Field Ar
tillery (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Vallard Cassius Smith, Coast 
Artillery Corps (temporary major) . 

Second Lt. Cha'rles Pel'shing Brown, Field 
Artillery (temporary captain). 
X Second Lt. Peter Clark Manson, Field Artil
lery (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Arthur Claire Tillson, Ip.fantry 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Nye Maguet Scofield, Signal 
Corps (temporary jirst lieutenant). 
XSecond Lt. Walter Greenwood, Jr., Cavalry 
(temporary major) . 

Second Lt. Thomas Law Bryan, Field Artil
.lery (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Melvin Desmond Clark, Infantry 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Kenneth Howard Bayer, Coast 
Artillery Corps (temporary major). 

Second Lt. John Marvin Kinzer, Field Ar
tillery (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Lloyd Brinkley Ramsey, Infantry 
(temporary major). 

Second Lt. Harold Donham Higgins, Coast 
Artillery Corps (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Zim E. La.;whon, Jr., Field Artil
lery (temporary major). 
X Second Lt. William Bradford Rosson, In
fantry (temporary major). 
X Second Lt. John Edward Nitsche, Air Corps 
(temporary maj()r). 
X Second Lt. Elgin Gilbert Radcliff, Corps of 
Engineers (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Channing Stowell, Jr., Corps of 
Engineers (temporary captain). 

Second Lt. John Somer Shapland, Corps of 
Engineers (temporary captain). 
X Second Lt. Robert Harry Fell, Infantry 
(temporary captain). 

Second Lt. Ben Lovell Burdick, Field Ar
tillery (temporary major). 

Second Lt. Walter Alexander Edens, Field 
Artillery (temporary major). · 

Second Lt. Charles Vincent Wilson, In
fantry (temporary · major). 

MEDICAL CORPS 

To be colonel 
Lt. Col. William Johp Miehe, Medical Corps 

(temporary colonel), with rank from July 1, 
1943. 

Lt. Col. Claude Wiggins CUmmings, Med
ical Corps (temporary colonel), with rank 
from July 5, 1943. 

Lt. Col. Robert Henry Lowry, Medical Corps 
(temporary colonel), with rank from July 
7, 1943. 

Lt. Col. William White Southard, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 10, 1943. 

XLt. Col. Thomas Grant Tousey, Mectical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 14, 1943. 

Lt. Col. Charles Granville Souder, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 15, 1943. 
X Lt. Col. Harrison Horton Fisher, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 15, 1943. 

Lt. Col. Laurent Lescelles La Roche, Med
ical Corps (temporary colonel), with ranlt 
from July 16, 1943. 
XLt. Col. Stanley Gibson Odom, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 16, 1943. . 

Lt. Col. Horace Sumner Villars, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 17, 1943. · 

Lt. Col. Joseph Rich~rds Shelton, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 17, 1943. 

Lt. Col. Burgh Smith Burnet, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 17, 1943. 
XLt. Col. Robert Keith Simpson, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with ranlt from 
July 17, 1943. · 

Lt. Col. Don Guernsey Hilldrup, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 17, 1943 . 
XLt. Col. Henry Wiley Gr2.dy, !<.1:edical Corps 
(temporary colonel), with rank from July 
18, 1943. 

Lt. Col. Percy Elisha Duggins, M~dical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 18, 1943. 

Lt. Col. Brown Shirk McClintic, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 18, 1943. 

Lt. Col. Henry Cheesman Dooling, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 18, 1943. 

Lt. Col. Paul Henry Streit, Medical Corps 
(temporary colonel), with rank from July 
13, 1943. 
XLt. Col. Earle Douglass Quinnell, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with ranlt from 
July 18, 1943. 

Lt. Col. Frank McAlpin Maese, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 18, 194.3. 
X Lt. Col. Arthur Raymond Gaines, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 18, 1943. 

Lt. Col. Frederick Arthur Blesse, Medical 
Corps (temporary brigadier general), wHh 
rank from July 18. 1943. 
X Lt. Col. Emory Howard Gist, Medical Corps 
(temporary colonel), with rank from July 18, 
1943. 
X Lt. Col. Samuel Augustus White, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 19, 1943. 
X Lt. Col. Francis Moylan Fitts, Medical Corps 
(temporary colonel), with rank from July 19, 
1943. 

Lt. Coi. George Franklin Ayccck, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from. 
July 19, 1943. 

Lt. Col. Frank Smeeton Matlack, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 19, 1943. 

Lt. Col. Lewis Edwin Joel Browne, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 19, 1943. 

Lt. Col. Charles Earle Brenn, Medical Corps 
(temporary colonel), with rank from July 19, 
1943. 

Lt. Col. Clean Joseph Gentzkow, Medical 
C"'rps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 20, 1943. 

Lt. Col. Robert Alexander Hale, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 20, 1943. 

Lt. Col. James Claude Kimbrough, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 20, 1943. 

Lt. Col. Arthur George Compton, Medical 
Corps, with rank from July 21, 19-13. 
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Lt. CoL John Jay Moore, Medical Corps 

(temporary colonel) I with rank from July 211 
1943. 
XLt. Col. Alfred Robert Thomas, Jr., Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel) 1 with rank from 
July 23, 1943. 

Lt. Col. Logan Mitchel Weaver, Medical 
Corps, with rank from July 24, 1943. 

Lt. Col. Oral Bevoly Bolibaugh, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
_July 25, 1943. 
X Lt. Col. Charles Edward Sima, Medical Corps 
(temporary colonel), with rank from July 25, 
1943. 

Lt. Col. Frank Walker Young, Medical Corps 
(temporary colonel), with rank from July 25, 
1943. ' 

Lt. Col. Roy Farrington Brown, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 25, 1943. 

Lt. Col. Richard Turberville Arnest, Me:lical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 25, 1943. 

Lt. Col. Charles Levi Maxwell, Medical Corps 
(temporary colonel), with rank from July 27, 
1943. 
X Lt . Col. William Love St arnes , Medical Corps 
(temporary colonel), with rank' from July ~8. 
19~3. 

Lt. Col. Orlando Jefferson Posey, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with ranlt from 
July 28, 1943. 
X Lt. Col. Daniel Franklin, Medical Corps 
(temporary colcnel), with rank from July 29, 
1943. 

Lt. Col. Haskett Lynch Conner, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 30, 1943. 

Lt. Col. Arthur Howard Nylen, Medical Corps 
(temporary colonel), with l'ank from July 31, 
1943. 

Lt. Col. William Walker McCaw, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 31, 1943. 

To be majors 
X Capt. William Weaver Nichol, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel) 1 with rank from 
July 1, 1943. 
X Capt. Richard Paul Johnson, Medical Corps 
(temporary lieutenant colonel), with rank 
from July 1, 1943. 
X Capt. Joseph Upton Weaver, Medical Corps 
(temporary lieutenant colonel) 1 with rank 
from July 1, 1943. 

Capt. George Darsie McGrew, Medical Corps 
(temporary lieutenant colonel) 1 with rank 
from July 1, 1943. 
X Capt. Leonard Frank Wilson, Medical Corps 
(temporary lieutenant colonel), with rank 
from July 11 194.3. 
X Capt. Major Samuel White, Medical Corps 
(temporary colon:el), with rank from July 11 
1943. 

Capt. Robert James Wilson, Medical Corps 
(temporary . lieutenant colonel), with rank 
from July 1, 1943. 

Capt. Llewellyn Lancelot Barrow, Medical 
Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel), with 
rank from July 1, 1943. 
X Capt. Leonard Theodore Peterson, Medical 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 1, 1943. 
X Capt. George Prazak, Medical Corps (tem
porary lieutenant colonel), with rank from 
July 1, 1943. 

Capt. Roger Hubbard Allbee, Medical Corps 
(temporary lieutenant colonel), with rank 

from July 1, 1943. 
Capt. Urho Robert Merikangas, Medical 

Corps (temporary lieuten_mt colonel), wit h 
1·ank from July 1, 1943. 

Capt. John Bernard Herman, Medical Corps 
(temporary colonel). with rank from July 1, 
1943. 

To be captains 
First Lt. William Grelle Schmitz, Medical 

Corps (temporary major), with ranlt from 
July 1, 1943. 

First Lt. Bronko Peter Lelich, Medical 
Corps (temporary major), with rank from 
July i, 1943. 

X First Lt. Fred Albert Heimstra, Medical 
Corps (temporary major), with rank from 
July 1, 1943. 

First Lt. William Harris Curry, Medical 
Corps (temporary major), with rank froll} 
July 1, 1943. 

First. Lt. Thomas Henry Crouch, Medical 
Corps (temporary major), with rank from 
July 1, 1943. 

First Lt. Edward Philip Drescher, Medical 
Corps (temporary major), with rank from 
July 1, 1943. 

First Lt. Max Wendell Carver, Medical 
Corps (temporary lieu 7enant colonel), with 
rank from July 1, 19<' 

First Lt. Richard l 1 Fraser, Medical 
Corps (temporary m :.. . , with rank from 
July 1, 1943. 

First Lt. Willard Ferguson Angen, Medical 
Corps (temporary major), with rank from 
July 1, 1943. 

First Lt. John Roscoe Grunwell, Jr., Medical 
Corps (temporary major), with ranlt from 
July 1, 1943. 

First Lt. Jack Bollerud, Medica~ Corps 
(temporary captain), wit h rank from July 
1, 1943. . 

First Lt. J ack Thomas Rush, Medical 
Corps (temporary major), with rank from 
July 1, 1943. 

First Lt. San:ford Williams ·French 3d, 
Medical Corps (tempo:ary lieutenant colo
nel), with rank from July 1, 1943. 

First Lt. Hilbert Adolph Peter Leininger, 
Medical Corps (temporary lieutenant colo
nel), wit h rank from July 1, 1943. 

First Lt. John Van Eman Berger, Jr., 
Medical Corps (temporary major), with rank 
from July 1, 1943. 

First Lt. Jack Leslie Doughtie, Medical 
Corps (temporary captain), with rank from 
July 1, 1943. 

First Lt. Hugh Beauregard Disharoon, Med
ical Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel); 
with rank from July 1, 1943. 

First Lt. Robert Morris Hardaway 3d, 
Medical Corps (temporary captain), with 
rank from July 1, 1943. 

First Lt. Joe Dulaney Schutz, Medical 
Corps (temporary major), with rank from 
J_uly 1, 1943. 

First Lt. N. Robert Drummond, Medical 
Corps (temporary major), with rank from 
JUlJ 1, 1943. 

First Lt. Edward Norton Schwartz, Med
ical Corps (temporary captain), with rank 
from July 5, 1943. 

First Lt. Frank Henry Thone, Medical Corps 
(temporary major), with rank from July 8, 
1943. 

First Lt. Irl Richard Long, Medical Corps 
(temporary major), with rank from July 
15, 1943. 

First Lt. Spencer Amos O'Brian,- Medical 
Corps (temporary major), with rank from 
July 15, 1943. 

First Lt. Ralegh Howard Lackay, Medical 
Corps (temporary captain), with rank from 
July 15, 1943. 

First Lt. Walter Henrik Moursund, Jr., 
Med'ical Corps (temporary lit!utenant colo
nel), with rank from J~ly 22, 1943. 

DENTAL CORPS 

To be colonels 

Lt. Col. Harold Emerson Albaugh, Dental 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 13, 1943. 

Lt. Col. Harry Edwin Smalley, Dental Corps 
(temporary colonel), with rank from July 
13, 1943. 
XLt. Col. William Dale White, Dental Corps 
(temporary colonel), with rank from July 13, 
1913. 

Lt. Col. Neal Anthony Harper, Dental Corps 
(temporary colonel), with rank from July 
13, 1943. 
XLt. Col. Earle Jefferson McClung, Dental 
Corps (temporary colonel}, with rank from 
July 13, 1943. 

Lt. Col. Earl Lee Hering, Dental Corps 
(temporary colonel) 1 With rank from July 
13, 1943. - ' 

Lt. Col. Leroy Poston Hartley. Dental Corps 
(temporary colonel), with_ rank from July 13, 
1943. 

Lt. Col. Edward Crawford Alley, Dental 
Corps (temporary colonel) 1 with rank from 
July 13, 1943. 

Lt. Col. Lynn Harold Tingay, Dental Corps 
(temporary colonel), with rank from July 13, 
1943. 

Lt. Col. Marhl Hector Welch, Dental Corps 
(temporary colonel), with rank from July 131 
1943. 

Lt. Col. Daniel Bratton, Dental Corps (tem
porary colonel), with rank from July 25, 1943. 

Lt. Col. Thomas Luther Spoon, Dental 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 25, 1943. 

To be captains 
First Lt. John Robert McEvoy, Dental 

Corps (temporary major), with rank from 
July 15, 1943. 

First Lt. Andrew Bainter Anderson, Dental 
Corps (temporary captain), with rank from 
July 15, 1943. 

First Lt. Raymond Joseph Talbot, Dental _ 
Corps (temporary major), with rank from 
July 15, 1943. 

First Lt. James Maxwell Murphy, Dental 
Corps (temporary captain), with rank from 
July 15, 1943. 

Firs1( Lt. Robert Lincoln Coombs, Dental 
Corps (temporary major) 1 with rank from 
July 15, 1943 . 

F irst Lt. Richard Durham Darby, Dental 
Corps (temporary major), with rank from 
July 15, 1943. 

First Lt. Frederick Robert Krug, Dental 
Corps (temporary major), with rark from 
July 15, 1943. 

VETERINARY CORPS 

To be colonels 
Lt. Col. Stanley Clifford Smock, Veterinary 

Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 16, 1942. 

Lt. Col. Burlin Chase Bridges, Vete1·inary 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from 
July 19, 19'.13. 

Lt. Col. James Earl Noonan, Veterinary 
Corps (temporary colonel) 1 with rank from_ 
July 23, 1943. 
X Lt. Col. Josiah Wistar Worthington, Veter
inary Corps (temporary colonel), with rank 
from July 27, 1943. 
X Lt. Col. FTed Chester Waters, Veterinary 
Corps (temporary colonel) 1 with rank from 
July 30, 1943. 

Lt. Col. Harry Edward VanTuyl, Veterinary 
Corps, with rank from July 31, 1943. 

To be major 
X Capt. George Townley Price, Veterinary 

Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel), with 
rank from July 19, 1943. 

I 
CHAPLAINS 

To be majors 
Chaplain (Capt.) Peter Christian Schroder, 

United States Army (temporary lieutenant 
colonel), with rank from July 21, 1943. 

Chaplain (Capt.) John Henry August 
Borleis, United States Army (temporary 
lieutenant colqnel), with rank from July 22, 
1943. 

Chaplain (Capt.) Hudson Bissell Phillips, 
United States Army (temporary lieutenant 
cdlonel), with rank from July 23, 1943. 

MEDICAL ADMINISTRATIVE CORPS 

To be captains 

First Lt. Carrol Conrad Barrick, Medical 
Administrative Corps (temporary major), 
with rank from July 13, 1943. 

First Lt. Thomas Raymond Jones, Medical 
Administrative Corps (tempora-ry major) • 
with rank from July 13, 1943. 

First Lt. Cornelius John Curran, Medical 
Administrative Corps (temporary major). 
wlth rank from July 13, 1913. 
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First Lt. Gerard Adrien Belanger, Medical 

Administrative Corps (temporary major), 
with rank from July 13, 1943. 
XFirst Lt. Guy Wycoff Harlow, Medical Ad
ministrative Corps (temporary lieutenant 
colonel), with rank from July 13, 1943 .. 

CONFffiMATIONS 

Executive nominations ·confirmed by 
the Senate, June 29 (legislative day of 
May 24) , 1943: 

THE JUDICIARY 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS 

James B. M. McNally to be United States 
attorney for the southern district of New 
York. 

Joseph T. Votava to be United States at
torney for the district of Nebraska. 

Horace Frierson to be United States at
torney for the middle district of Tennessee. 

UNITED STATES MARSHALS 

George E. Proudfit to be United States 
marshal for the district of Nebraska. 

Reuben Gosnell to be United States mar
shal for the western district of South Caro
lina. 
WAR MANPOWER COMMISSION APPOINTMENTS 

Ike P. Taylor, of Alaska, to be area director 
for Alaska at $7,000 per annum, in the Juneau 
office. 

Joseph H. Braunagel, of Tilinois, to be area 
director, at $4,600 per annum, in the Peoria 
area office. 

IN THE ARMY . 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE REGULAR ARMY 

To be Chief Signal Officer, with the rank of 
major general, for a period of 4 years from 
date of acceptance 
Harry Clyde Ingles 

To be second lieutenant, Corps of Engineers 
Dawson Hope Mullen, Jr. 

To be fi?·st lieutenants, Medical Corps 
Frederic J. Hughes, Jr. 
Vince Moseley 
Adolph Benedict Schneider, Jr. 
Freeman Irby Stephens 
Bertram Allen Weeks 

To be first lieutenant, Dental Corps 
~bert Rhoades Buckelew 
To be first lieutenant, Veterinary Corps 
Alpheus Heise Seeley 

POSTMASTERS 

ILLINOIS 

Merr L. Abbott, She)'idan. 
IOWA 

LaVaun B. Raymond, Garrison. 

OHIO 

Lorand T. Lewis, Apco. 
Durbin W. Gerber, Dover. 
Charles A. Hart, Minerva. 
Harry B. Crontr, Piqua. 
Thomas G. W1lliams, Vermilion. 

PUERTO RICO 

-Mary Peet de Velazquez, Humacao. 

TENNESSEE 

Regie H. Ray, Ducktown. 
LeRoy J. Eldredge, Hixson. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
TuESDAY, JuNE 29,1943 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Mont

gomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

0 God, our Heavenly Father, for the 
constancy of Thy care, for the countless 
revelations of Thy presence, and for Thy 
manifold mercies, accept our grateful 
praise. Whatever may be our trial, give 
us courage to stand without compromise 
and grace to rise superior to censure and 
self-interest. Make our feet swift to run 
and our hands eager to work and the 
words of our Saviour will be so woven in 
our affections that we shall hallow them 
forever. 

0 Lamp Eternal, radiate from the 
heights of Thy holy hill; 0 Light that 
falls from the upper world, shine on our 
cauntry; 0 Voice Divine, speak to all our 
people for only Thou art good. Grant 
that all things rebellious and unjust may 
lose their power and things ennobling 
and enriching may prevail throughout 
our land. We bless Thee forc the Master 
whose love for humanity encircled Him 
with invisible power; beneath His blessed 
feet it broke forth amid confusion and 
vexed minds; it put on immortality; it 
never faileth. Dear Lord, unfold in us 
the glories of love rising above jealousies 
and contentions which plucks the sting of 
sin and inspires love for love and hate 
for hate and makes alive forevermore. 
Through Jesus Christ, our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yes
terday was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Senate agrees to the report of 
the committee of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 2431) entitled "An act making ap
propriations for the D2partment of Ag
riculture for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1944, and for other purposes." 

The message also announced that the 
Senate further insists upon its amend
ments nu.mbered 87, 88, 92, 98, and 99 to 
said bill, disagreed to by the House, asks 
a further conference with the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and appoints Mr. RussELL, Mr. 
HAYDEN, Mr. TYDINGS, Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr. 
SMITH, Mr. NYE, and Mr. McNARY to be 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the amendments of the 
House to a bill of the Senate of the fol
lowing title: 

S. 650. An act to revive and reenact the act 
entitled "An act granting the consent of Con
gress to the State of North Dakota to con
struct, maintain, and operate a free high
way bridge across the Missouri River at or 
near Garrison, N. Dak.," approved February 
10, 1932. 

The message also announced that the 
.Senate insists upon its amendments to 
the bill <H. R. 647) entitled "An act to 
provide for the establishment of the 
George Washington Carver National 
Monument," disagreed to by the House, 
agrees to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and appoints Mr. 
HATCH, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. WALLGREN, Mr. 
HOLMAN, and Mr. THOMAS of Idaho to be 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the report of the com-

mittee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend
ments of the Senate to the bill CH. R. 
2513) entitled "An act making appropri
ations for the government of the Dis
trict of Columbia and other activities 
chargeable in whole or in part against 
the revenues of such District for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1944, and for 
other purposes." 

The message also announced .that the 
Senate agrees to the amendments of the 
House to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 4, 32, and 72 to the foregoing 
bill. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the report of the com
mittee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend
ments of the S~nate to the bill <H. R. 
2397) entitled "An act making appro
priations for the Departments of State, 
Justice, and Commerce, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1944, and for other 
purposes." 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the amendments of the 
House to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 9 and 10 to the foregoing bill. 

COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION 

Mr. STEAGALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the bill <H. R. 2865) to 
continue the Commodity C]'edit Corpo
ration as an agency of the United States, 
increase its borrowing power, revise the 
basis of the annual appraisal of its assets, 
and for other purposes, with Senate 
amendments thereto, disagree to the 
Senate amendments, and agree to the 
conference requested by the Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the b-ill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Ala
bama [Mr. STEAGALL]? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none, and appoints the 
following conferees: Messrs. STE~GALL, 
SPENCE, BROWN of Georgia, PATMAN, WOL
COTT, GIFFORD, and CRAWFORD. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. KILDAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and to include 
therein an address delivered by Joe G. 
Montague. 

The SPEAKER. Is thete objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent to extend .my own remarks 
in the Appendix of the RECORD and in
clude therein an article appearing in 
the Columbia magazine entitled "Listen, 
Son." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WEISS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent to extend my remarks in 
the RECORD and include therein an edi
torial from the McKeesport Daily News. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. WEISS. Mr. Speaker, I also ask 

unanimous consent to extend my re
marks in the RECORD and to include 
therein a lett~r. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objeCtion to 

the re~uest of ~the gentleman · from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. AUCHINCLOSS. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the RECORD and include 
therein a leiter from Ralph B. Starkey, 
chairman of the legislative committee of 
the Cooperative Marketing Association 
of New Jersey. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. McGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own re
marks in the REcORD and include therein 
an editorial from the Coshocton Tribune. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include 
therein a recent address by the Judge 
Advocate General of the Army. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? · 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own re
marks in the RECORD on the subject of 
food subsidies. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi
nois? 

There was no objection. 
THE DIMINISHING SUPPLY OF CRUDE OIL 

IS CRITICAL 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I 
have a special order to address the House 
today. I ask unanimous consent that 
such order be canceled and that I may 
be permitted to address · the House to
morrow in lieu thereof following the leg
islative business cf the day and any 
other special orders heretofore entered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Kan
sas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute. 

T'ne SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, 

the depletion of crude-oil reserves in 
this country has reached a most serious 
stage. It is due largely to the increased 
demand on the part of the Government 
and to the low ceiling price on crude oil. 
J'ust recently representatives of the 
armed forces testifying before a Senate 
committee said that there is an impend
ing shortage of oil in this country. It is 
certain that the armed forces use more 
than 200,000 barrels of gasoline per day. 
Before the end of the year the amount 
will probably be doubled. It is well to 
observe that the Government uses about 
one-fourth of our oil supply. This does 
not include the tremendous amount used 
by the war industries. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I call attention to 
the fact that the price of crude oil is so 
low, compared with the cost of produc-

tion, that there is not much inducement 
to make new discoveries for additional 
production. The production of crude 
oil last year was about 50 percent of that 
of the year before. It is about the same 
this year. Crude oil is about 60 percent 
of parity. It is just as low as it was 5 to 
10 years ago. The increase of 50 cents 
per barrel would stimulate production 
and increase the price of gasoline only 
about 2 cents or 3 cents per gallon. But 
the most important thing, however, is 
the fact that at present the supply is at 
a dangerously low ebb and that little is 
being done. The situation can be cor
rected to some extent at least if done 
right away by stimulating new produc
tion by increasing the price of crude oil. 
It is imper!:l,tive that we have a sufficient 
supply to take c:ue of the demands ot 
our· planes, our tanks, and our ships. 
The Government does not put a price 
ceiling below cost on its ammunition or 
its guns or planes or ships. Such ceil
ings would restrict production. Thrre 
can be no reason for restricting the pro
duction of oil by placing a ce'iling below 
cost. It is neither reasonable nor right 
that a government should strangle by 
price restriction the production of a na
tional resource so necessary to the pros
ecution of the war. It is time, I say, for 
those in authority ana in high places to 
take a practical, realistic attitude to
ward this important problem before we 
have another situation of "too little and 
too late." ~ 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Kansas has expired. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Appendix of the RECORD 
and include therein a short editorial 
from the Pontiac Daily Press entitled 
"Let's Get Down to Earth." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the geptleman from Mich
igan? 

There was no objection. 
CADJ;:TS, MILITARY AND NAVAL 

ACADEMIES 

Mr. HARNESS of Indiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I aslt unanimous consent that 
the Committee on Military Affairs may 
have until midnight tonight to file a 
report on the bill (H. R. 3026) relating 
to appointments to the United States 
Military Academy and the United State& 
Naval Academy in the case of redistrict
ing of congressional districts. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from In
diana? 

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to extend my own remarks 
in the Appendix of the RECORD and to in
clude therein a certain newspaper article. 

The SPEAKER. Is· there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from West 
Virginia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KINZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include 
therein a letter received from a soldier 

serving in the armed forces in reference 
to strikes back home. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my own remarks in the RECORD 
and include therein a letter written by 
Mr. Goss, master of the National Grange. 

The Sf'EAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. · 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Appendix and to include 
therein a telegram. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent tore
vise and extend my own remarks 'and to 
include therein a letter from the 0. P. A. 
I also aslt unanimous consent to revise 
and extend my own remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the requests of the gentleman are 
granted. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BURGIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and tp include 
therein an address by Raymond Gram 
Swing, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
0. P. A. AND 'TilE FOOD PROGRAM 

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
[Mr. McGEHEE addressed the House. 

His remarks appear in the Appendix. l 
EXTENSION 0~ REMARKS 

Mr. CELLER. ~~r. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my own remarks and to include certain 

· newspaper and radio comments and res
olutions of press associations concerning 
the Office of War Information. The 
cost, I am informed by the Government 
Printing Office, will be $270. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the RECORD and to in
clude therein an editorial from the Mem
phis Commercial Appeal. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
THE' HONORABLE MARVIN JONES 

Mr. WORLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my own remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WORLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 

pay tribute to a former Member of this 
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House who upon yesterday was ap
pointed War Food Administrator-one of 
the most difficult and important jobs 
existing on the home front, and the con
duct of which will affect our successful 
prosecution of the war all over the world. 

I refer to Hon. Marvin Jones, who for 
24 years served the district I now rep
resent with honor and distinction not 
only to himself and his district but to 
the Nation. 

Marvin Jones knows and is a friend to 
the man who follows the plow. He pre
fers to deal with facts rather than the
ories. He is a man of practical expe
rience who received his early training 
on the farm; he knows and loves and 
understdnds the soil; and as one who 
served as chairman of the great Agri
culture Committee of the House for 8 
years, he is eminently qualified for the 
position to which he has been promoted. 
I know of no man in the entire country 
who has served with such marked dis-

. tinction in. the legislative, judicial, and 
administrative branches of the Govern
ment and who is better fitted for the 
place. 

Drafted for the job as he was, Marvin 
will answer the call with every resource 
he possesses. He will meet with red tape 
and divided authority. He will deal with 
many people who still put themselves 
and their own interests above the welfare 
of the country. He will not be able to 
satisfy all of us, but I have every con
fidence he will get the job done. 

It is always gratifying to see a former 
Member of this body-one who under
stands our problems-receive recogni
tion, and I feel confident that the many 
friends which Marvin Jones has on both 
sides of the aisle in both Houses. of the 
Congress will wish him well in the suc
cet.sful discharge of the heavy duties in
cumbent upon him. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend my own remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr. Speaker, I 

am sorry to learn that Chester Davis 
has resigned. I believe, however, no bet
ter man could have -been selected from 
·any area to succeed him than Marvin . 
Jones. I know of no one who under
stands the food problem any better than 
the man who is now placed in charge 
of the War Food Administration. I be
lieve the President should be commended 
upon his selection; I am sure the people 
in general throughout the United States 
will view his work with favor; and I be
lieve if he is given full power that he will 
carry out an effective war food program. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection; it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Speaker, I feel 

regret _over the retirement of Chester, 
Davis, and my feelings with reference to 
the appointment of my long-time friend, 
Marvin Jones, are not wholly divested of 

that sentiment because of my affection 
and high regard for Mr. Jones. 

The office which he is undertaking to 
fill at the present moment is one which 
has been fraught with terrible confusion 
and fracas right from the beginning. I 
have known Marvin Jones, Mr. Speaker, 
since the year when yott, and he, and I 
first entered the University of Texas. 

Marvin Jones through the years has 
grown, as inevitably he would, due to 
amazing qualities of manhood, person
ality, intelligence, patriotism, well-di
rected and earnest efiort. I voice the 
hope, Mr. Speaker, in congratulating the 
Nation on the appointment of one who 
has proved himself an able servant, one 
who has a wealth of experience as back
ground, that that experience and the 
judgment which ~ has developed 
through the years will be given some op
portunity to express itself and not be too 
hindered, too harassed, or too entangled 
by red tape and attendant confusion be
tween various agencies of government. 
I hope, Mr. Speaker, for the country and 
for Marvin Jones, that he will be given 
an opportunity to do the kind of job I 
know he is capable of doing. 

Mr. THOMASON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. THOMASON]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. THOMASON. Mr. Speaker, it is 

not necessary for me to pass any enco
miums on Marvin Jones, although I llave 
known him longer than any man in this 
House. He and I were reared . in the 
same community in Cooke County, Tex. 
My father was h:.::. father's family physi
cian. The men in this House who served 
with him for many years know his high 
character, his outstanding ability, and 
his knowledge of the problems of agri
culture and food. Speaking for myself 
and also as chairman of the Texas dele
gation, I am sure I voice the sentiment 
of that delegation and through them the 
sentiment of all the people of Texas in 
sa.ying that we have the utmost confi
denc'3 in Marvin Jones an<l feel sure he 
will perform the duties of his new assign
ment with fidelity and efficiency. 

He did not seek this job. He already 
had a lifetime job on one of the highest 
courts in the land. He was drafted and 
accepted it as a matter of patriotic duty. 
I feel in this critical hour when harmony, 
cooperatio . and teamwork are so much 
ne3ded he will :::-eceive the hearty sup
port and cooperation of all the Members 
of this House without regard to party 
affiliati:m. We are in a dangerous war 
that calls for the best in all of us. I 
know Judge Jones -5o intimately that I 
can assure you he has none of the dic
t~tor about him. His one big thought 
now is his country and the· winning of 
the war. He believes in representative 
government and will want to carry out 
the will of Congress. Our duty is to de
termine policy and then give him the 
necessary legislation with authority to 
act. We can then forget the mistakes 
and differences of the past few weeks 
and solve the complex problem that is 

causing our people so much worry. Mar
vin Jones will do his duty and prove a 
great Food Administrator if we will but 
do our duty. Let us give him our whole~ 
hearted support. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the RECORD and to in
clude an address I delivered before the 
Mississippi Valley Association at St. 
Louis, Mo., on Monday, June 28, entitled 
"~oods in \Var &.nd in Peace." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WHITTINGTON]? 

There was no objection. 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. COOLEY]? 

There was no objection .. 
[Mr. CooLEY addressed the House. 

His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. O'BRIEN of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my own remarks in the RECORD and 
to include therein two editorials, one 
from the Rochester Times-Union and the 
other from the Rochester Catholic 
Courier. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
.the request of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr . . O'BRIEN]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my. own remarks in the Appendix 
of the REcORD and to include th~rein an 
editorial by Mr. Alan C. Mcintosh, pub
lisher of the Rock County Star-Herald 
of Luverne, Minn., entitled "A Dead 
Branch on the New Deal Tree." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Min
nesota [Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own re
marks in the Appendix of the RECORD 
and to include therein a letter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ne
braska [Mr. CURTIS]? 

There was no objection. 
OFFICE OF FOOD ADMINISTRATOR 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent tu address the 
House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Kan
sas [Mr. LAMBERTSON]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, ·r 

happen to have known Marvin Jones 
personally for a dozen years and I have 
known Chester Davis for an equal period 
of time. But the personalities of the 
men are not involved. Chester Davis 
represents 95 percent of the agricultural 
thought of America against subsidies for 
food. Marvin Jones must represent the 



6748 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE JUNE 29 
President in oppcsition to 95 percent of 
the agricultural thought of America. 
That is the thing that is involved. 

I met Chester Davis on the Committee 
of Twenty-two in 1926 when we came 
here on the McNary-Haugen bill, a bill. 
that did not ask 1 cent of subsidy from 
the Government. Chester Davis is a 
man who has been grounded in the 
school of thought involved in the Mc
Nary-Haugen bill and it is therefore 
easy to see that he is against subsidies 
for food. Jones is committed to follow 
the repudiated policy. 
THE HANDLING OF THE FOOD SITUATION 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to proceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FISH]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, the handling 

of the food situation is by far the greatest 
of all New Deal follies, fantasies, fallacies, 
and failures. The question is whether 
there will be enough food for the Ameri
can people this next winter. 

I want to read a few lines from an edi
torial in the Washington News of today 
which gives the reasons why Chester 
Davis resigned. I have a high personal 
regard for Marvin Jones and wish him 
well. He must be a very courageous in
dividual to accept the appointment as 
War Food Administrator under such 
chaotic conditions which are getting 
worse daily. 

ANO'!'HER FOOD ADMINISTRATOR 

Chester Davis quit his job as War Food 
Administrator for two good and sufficient 
reasons: 

1. He found "that I have assumed public 
responsibllity while the authority, not only 
over broad food policy but day-to-day actions, 
1s. being exercised elsewhere." 

2. He could not advocate and defend the 
administ ration policy of roll-back price sub
Eidies because "I do not believe such sub
sidies will be effective in controlling inflation 
unless they are accompanied here, as they are 
in England, by current tax and savings pro
grams that drain off excess buying power, and 
by tight control and management of the food 
supply. We do not have in this country any
thing approaching these conditions." 

Convinced that in the circumstances he 
could not succeed, Mr. Davis did the right 
thing in resigning, and in stating clearly the 
reasons which impelled him to that decision. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include 
therein a telegram I have received from 
the Simmons-Boardman Publishing Cor
poration and my answer thereto, also 
a telegram I have received from the 
American Farm Bureau Federation and 
my answer thereto. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi
nois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DIMOND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include 
therein the military order and state
ment concerning the naming of the 
Alaska Military Highway. 

The SPEAKER. ,Is there objection -to 
the request of the delegate from Alaska? 

There was no objection. 
PAY OF MEN IN OUR ARMED FORCES 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, about a 

year ago I introduced and secured the 
adoption of an amendment raising the 
base pay of the men in our armed forces 
to $50 a month. 

Some Members of Congress opphsed 
that amendment and some of them have 
been saying that tbe raise was not justi
fied, that we are paying those men too 
much and they are wasting their money. 

I have taken occasion to make some 
investigations, ana I find that, according 
to ability, the men in our armed forces 
are buying more Government bonds than 
any other class of people in America. 

Not only that, but they have a great 
many expenses to bear that they could 
not meet if it had not been for that raise. 
They are not was tin::; their· money, but, 
as I said, are doing more to support our 
war efforts in proportion to their incomes 
than any other class of people we have. 

Remember they are not striking or 
threatening to strike, and they are not 
paid 1n proportion to those people who 
are striking and slowing down our war 
industries. They are giving their all to 
win this war. I have no apology for 
making the ·fight to give them this raise 
which they so richly deserve. When the 
war is over, it is my hope that we extend 
their pay at least 6 months or a · year 
until they can get back into civilian life, 
find employment, and adjust themselves 
to post-war conditions. 

Mr. FISH. Why does not the gentle
man propose an i11-crease of 20 to 30 
percent? 

Mr. RANKIN. That would suit me all 
right; but that measure is not before the 
House. It may come later. I, for one, 
am in favor of adequate pay for the men 
in our armed forces, and for that reason 
I introduced and fought through the 
amendment to raise their base pay to 
$50 a month. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Mississippi has expired. 

CHESTER DAVIS 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman "from Penn
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 
[Mr. GRoss addressed the House. His 

remarks appear in the Appendix.] 
MARVIN JONES 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad
dress the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wis
consin? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr. 

Speaker, I take this minute to say to my 
colleagues that I think practically all of 
us are acquainted with Marvin Jones. 
I never met Mr. Davis and never saw 
him but once or twice. I do know that 
the people of this country have a very 
very high regard for Mr. Davis. Re
gardless of many of the sins of the New 
Deal agricultural program, which Mr. 
Jones has been a party to, I hope he will 
not follow such a course during wartime. 

· I think in fairness to Mr. Jones and in 
fairness to the war effort we shduld start 
from scratch. I reserve the right per
sonally to criticize Mr. Jones in case he 
does not follow the right kind of a pro
gram from here on. He cannot now 
continue to be a part of an agricultural 
program that caters to a ' few so
called basic crops that represent but 25 
percent of the national farm income. 
I do not even want to mention to him 
the fact that he has been one of the 
leaders of an agricultural program that 
gives 6,400 farmers in the great State 
of Texas a subsidy of $12,000,000 a 
year, which is more than the farmers 
in 35 other States obtain. I do not want 
to mention a lot of unpleasant things 
in connection with the unfair and unjust 
New Deal agricultural program. I think 
we should start out with Mr. Jones as 
Food Administrator at this time and try 
to help produce the food that is neces
sary to win this war, and do it by quitting 
talk about price and instead getting 
into high gear in production. If we do 
not do that, we shall not have anything 
to eat. We spend plenty of time talking 
about appropriations for food prodl+C
tion, but the 0. P. A. does not let the 
canners preserve this food after it is pro
duced. I hope Mr. Jones can measure up 
to his responsibilities. 
SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS AGAINST WAR 

DEPARTMENT 

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous -consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (S. 1026) to pro
vide for the settlement of claims for dam
age to or loss or destruction of property 
or personal injury or death caused by 
military personnel or civilian employees, 
or otherwise incident to activities, of the 
War Department or of the Army. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Mis
sissippi? 

Mr. MICHENER. Reserving the right 
to object, Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman explain the biil? 

Mr. McGEHEE. Yes. Mr. Speaker, 
this bill was introduced by the chairman 
of the Senate Committee on Military Af
fairs. It "Passed the Senate and was re
ferred to the House Committee on 
Claims, was unanimously reported by that 
committee, and is now on the calendar. 

The bill was introduced at the sugges
tion of the Secretary of War, Mr. Stim
son. Its purport is to permit the War 
Department to settle claims for up to 
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$1,000 during the period of the war; the 
limitation now being $500, as is now pro
vided by statute. 

Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. McGEHEE. I yield to the gentle-
man from South Dakota. · 

Mr. CASE. I am wondering what the 
effect of that will be in relation to a 
paragraph . that is in the Army appro
priation bill now pending in the Senate, 
unless action was finally completed yes
terday, which provides authority for the 
War Department to settle claims for dam
ages to personal property not exceeding 
$500. 

Mr. McGEHEE. I am not familiar 
with the provisions of the bill pending in 
the Senate, but I do know that there are 
several acts of Congress which conflict 
in some respect and do not give the War 
Department the proper authority to set
tle claims up to $500. This bill consoli
dates them into one and makes it easier 
for settlements to be made, and increases 
the amount they can settle for during 
the period of the war to $1,000. 

Mr. CASE. I certainly am not op
posed to the War Department's having 
authority · to settle these small claims 
without requiring special legislation on 
e::tch one, but in view of the fact that 
section is a new one in the appropriation 
bill and will have some bearing upon the 
use of money appropriated for the com
ing fiscal year, it would be well to exam
ine the language of the appropriation 
bill and, before this bill is acted upon 
in the Senate, have appropriate language 
placed in it to avoid any possible con
flict. 

Mr. McGEHEE. May I say to the gen
tleman, as I stated before, I am not fa
miliar with the provision of the amend
ment offered in the Senate on the appro
priation bill, but I take it that the War 
Department making this recommenda
tion and following the committees in 
each branch of the Congress in the 
passage of appropriation bills and other 
bills affecting it would certainly call the 
attention of the Senate to the fact that 
this legislation is pending, which would 
take care of the situation as they desire it. 
I stated to the Members that during the 
period of the war this permits the War 
Department to settle claims up to $1,000. 
I might say further this will relieve your 
Claims Committee in both the Senate 
and the House of a great deal of work. It 
will certainly lessen the expense of set
tling claims, because we are all familiar 
with what it costs to put a bill through 
the two branches of Congress. I think it 
should be passed. It is concurred in by 
the entire membership of the Claims 
Comm~ttee. 

Mr. MICHENER. This bill does not 
take away any right from the claimant? 

Mr. McGEHEE. No; no. 
Mr. MICHENER. But it simply con

fers the right on the Department to ad
just claims up to a given amount? 

Mr. McGEHEE. That is right. 
Mr. MICHENER. But if the claimant 

does not want to accept the amount of
fered he can then present his claim 'just 
the same as he does now? 

LXXXIX--425 

Mr. McGEHEE. That is true. 
Mr. McCORMACK. Will the gentle

man yield? 
Mr. MICHENER. I yield. 
Mr. McCORMACK. In addition, if the 

Department acts adversely, the claim
ant can file his bill in Congress? 

Mr. McGEHEE. He can file his bill. 
Mr. McCORMACK. If the Depart

ment acted adversely within the amount 
they could act upon, then the claimant 
still has the right to come to ,Congress? 

Mr. McGEHEE. That is right. 
Mr. CASE. Will the gentleman yield 

further? • 
Mr. McGEHEE. I yield. 
Mr. CASE. The question I raised was 

merely to be sure that that paragraph 
in the appropriation bill does not act 
as a limitation upon what · you propose 
to do here. 

Mr. MICHENER. The last law en
acted dealing with a specific matter pre
vails. If the bill to which the gentle
man now refers fixes t he amount at 
$1,000 and then later in the week an 
appropriation .bill fixes the amount at 
$500, there is no question but what the 
last law enacted will prevail. 

Mr. McGEHEE. That is true. I 
might answer the gentleman further by 
saying, since he has called this proviso 
to my attention, and on account of the 
insistence by the War Department on 
the passage of this bill, having called 
me two or three times yesterday, I shall 
be glad to go to the Senate committee 
and inform them Of the passage of the 
act with this proviso, with the view of 
eliminating the proviso in the · appro
priation bill. 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. McGEHEE. I yield. 
Mr. NORRELL. I am wondering about 

the burden of proof and the degree of 
evidence required before the War De
partment will be permitted to approve 
a claim. Does the bill tend to make the 
Government responsible? 

Mr. McGEHEE. It places no restric
tions whatever. It is left entirely in the 
judgment of the representatives of the 
War Department. In the event the War 
Department should turn down a claim, 
even though it is within the amount as 
called for in this bill, then the aggrieved 
party or the injured party has a right to 
have this bill introduced in Congress. 

Mr. NORRELL. I was thinking-there 
should be some degree of liability before 
the War Department could be permitted 
to act favorably on a claim. 

Mr. McGEHEE. In answer to the gen
tleman's question, I cannot visualize just 
how such language could be incorporated 
in this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the pill? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
War, and, subject to appeal to the Secretary 
of War, such other officer or officers as he 
may designate for such purposes and under 
such regulations as he may prescribe, are 
hereby authorized-to consider, ascertain, ad
just, determine, settle, and pay in an amount 
not in excess of $500, or in time of war not 

in excess of $1,000, where accepted by the 
claimant in full satisfaction and final settle
ment, any claim against the United States 
arising on or after May 27, 1941, when such 
claim is substantiated in such manner as the 
Secretary of war may by regulation prescribe, 
for damage to or loss or destruction of prop
erty, real or personal, or for personal injury or 
death, caused by military personnel or 
civilian employees of the War Department 
or of the Army while acting within the scope 
of their employment, or otherwise incident to 
noncombat activities of the War Department 
or of the Army, including claims for damage 
to or loss or destruction, by criminal acts, 
of registered or insured mail while in the 
possession of the military authorities, claims 
for damage to or loss or destruction of per
sonal property bailed to the Goverr..ment ancl 
claims for damages to real property incident 
to the use and occupancy thereof, whether 
under a lease, express or implied, or other
wise: Provided, That the damage to or loss or 
destruction of property, or the personal in
jury or death, shall not have been caused in 
whole or in part by any negligence or wrong
ful act on the part of the claimant, his agent, 
or employee. No claim shall be settled under 
t!lis act unless presented irr writing within 1 
year after the accident or incident out of 
which such claim arises shall have occurred: 
Providec!, That if such accident or incident 
occurs in time of war, or if war intervenes 
within 1 year after its cc~urrence, any claim 
may on good cause shown be presented within 
1 year after peace is established. The amount 
allowed on account of personal injury or 
d~ath shall be limited to reasonable medical, 
hospital, and burial expenses actuall~ in
curred, except that no payment shall be made 
to any claimant in reimbursement for medical 
or hospital services furnished at the expense 
of the United States nor, in the case of burial, 
of such portion of the expense thereof as 
may be otherwise paid by the United States. 
Any such settlement made by the Secretary 
of War, or his designee, under the authority 
of this act and such regulations as he may 
prescribe hereunder, shall be final and con
clusive for all purposes, notwithst anding any 
other provision of law to the contrary. The 
provisions of this act shall not be applicable 
to claims arising in foreign countries or pos
sessions thereof which are cognizable under 
the provisions of the act of January 2, 1942 
(55 Stat. 880; 31 U. S. C. 224d), as amended, 
or to claims for damage to or loss or destruc
tion of property of military personnel or 
civilian employees of the War Department or 
of the Army, or for personal injury or death 
of such persons, if such damage, loss, destruc
tion, injury, or death occurs incident to their 
service. The Secretary of War may report 
such claims as exceed $500, or in time of war 
$1 ,000, to Congress for its consideration. 

SEc. 2. Such appropriations as may be re
quired for the settlement of claims under the 
provisions of this act are hereby authorized. 
Appropriations available to the War Depart
ment for the settlement of claims under the 
provisions of other laws shall be available for 
the settlement of claims of the same char
acter under the provisions of this act. 

SEc. 3. That portion of section 1 of the act 
of August 24, 1912 (37 Stat. 586), reading as 
follows: "Provided, That hereafter the Secre
tary of War is authorized to consider, ascer
tain, adjust, and determine the amounts due 
on all c~aims for damages to and loss of 
private property when the amount of the 
claim does not exceed the sum of $1,000, 
occasioned by heavy gun fire and target prac
tice of troops, and for damages to vessels, 
wharves, and other private property, found 
to be due to maneuvers or other military op
erations for which the Government is re
sponsible, and report the amounts so ascer
tained and determined to be due the claim
ants to Congress at each session thareof 
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through the Treasury Department for pay
ment as legal claims out of appropriations . 
that may be made by Congress therefor.", is 
hereby repealed. 

SEc. 4. The act of December 28, 1922 ( 42 
Stat. 1066; 31 U. S. C. 215-217), shall here
after be inapplicable to the War Department. 

SEC. 5. Section 4 of the River and Harbor 
Act, approved June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. 676), as 
amended by the act of June 5, 1920 (41 Stat. 
1015; 33 U.S. C. 564), is hereby repealed. 

Szc. 6. The act of March 3, 1885 (23 Stat .. 
350), as amended by the act of July 9, 1918 
(40 Stat. S80), and by the act of March 4, 
1921 (41 Stat. 1436), is hereby amended by 
adding, after section 5, the following sec
tions: 

"SEc. 5a. Any authorization or direction in 
this act to the Secretary of War, and any 
reference herein to a decision, declaration, or 
other action by the Secretary of War, shall 
inalude authorization or direction to, and 
action by, as the case may be, such other 
officer or officers as he may designate for such 
p\lrposes, acting under such regulations as he 
may prescribe. Any settlement made by the 
Secretary of war, or his designee, und9r the 
authority of this act, under such regulations 
as he may prescribe, shall be final and con-:
clusive tor all purposes, notwithstanding any 
other provisions of law to the contrali.Y. 

"SEc. fib. The provisions of this act shall 
be applicable also to civilian personnel and 
civilian employees of the War Department or 
of the Army, including such personnel--and 
employees engaged on civil works." 

SEc. 7. The act of February 13, 1936 (49 
Stat. 1138; 31 U. S. C. 224a), shall hereafter 
be inapplicable to acts of officers, enlisted 
men, and employees of the Army and officers, 
employees, or agents of the War Department. 

The bill was ordered to be read a 
third time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 20 minutes on next Thursday, after 
the disposition of the business on the 
Speaker's desk and any other special 
orders .. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was np objection. 

HOUR OF MEETING TOMORROW 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today it adjourn to meet 
at 11 o'clock tomorrow. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION Aar 

AMENDMENTS, 1943 

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, I call up 
the conference report on the bill (H. R. 
2536), to amend the act entitled "An act 
to provide for the promotion of voca
tional rehabilitation of persons disabled 
in industry or otherwise, and their re
turn to civil employment," approved 
June 2, 1920, as amended, and for other 
purposes; and I ask unanimous consent 
that the statement on the part of the 
managers may be read in lieu of the re
port. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the statement. 

The conference report and statement 
are as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT 

The committee of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
2536) to amend the act entitled "An act to 
provide for the promotion of voca tiona! re
habilitation of persons disabled in industry 
or otherwise and their return to civil employ
ment", approved June 2, 1920, as amended, 
and for other purposes, having met, after 
full and free conference, have agreed to rec
ommend and do recommend to their respec
tive Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amend
ments numbered 3, 4, and 5. 

That the House recede from its disagree
ment to the amendments of the Senate num
bered 1, 2, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 
19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, and 
30; and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 11, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted 
by the Senate amendment insert the follow
ing: "and medical examinations where neces
sary to determine eligibility for vocational 
rehabilitation, the nature of rehabilitation 
services required, or occupational limita
tions, in the case"; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 18: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree to 
the same with an am;ndment, as follows: In 
lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by 
the Senate amendment Insert the following: 
"establishing such facilities and fur!lish1ng 
such"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

GRAHAM A. BARDEN, 
EDWARD J. HART, 
JOHN LESINSKI, 

Managers on the part oj the House. 
ELBERT D. THOMAS, 
RoBERT M. LA FOLLETTE, Jr., 
ALLEN J. ELLENDER, 
RoBERT A. TAFT, 
GEORGE D. AIKEN, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House 
at the conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 2536) to amend 
the act entitled "An Act to provide for the 
promotion of vocational rehabllitation of per
sons disabled in industry or otherwise and 
their return to civil· employment", approved 
June 2, 1920, as amended, and for other pur
poses, submit the following statement in 
explanation of the effect of the action agreed 
upon py the conferees and recommended in 
the accompanying conference report: 

Amendments numbered 1, 10, 12, 17, 18, 21, 
23, and 25: These amendments are technical 
and clarifying amendments. The House re-
cedes. - • 

Amendment numbered 2: The House bill 
provided that as one of the conditions for ap
provability of a State plan !or vocational re
habilitation such plan should provide that 
vocational rehabilitation under it should be 
available only to such classes of individuals as 
should be approved by the Administrator. 
The Senate amendment provided that voca
tional rehabilitation under such plan should 
be available only to classes of employable in
dividuals defined by the Administrator. The 
House recedes. 

Amendments numbered 3, 4, and 5: Under 
the House bill one of the requirements for 
approvability of a State plan for vocational 

rehabilitation was that it contain such pro
visions as to the qualification of personnel 
for appointment in administering the plan 
as are necessary to the establishment and 
maintenance of personnel standards. The 
Senate amendment numbered 3 provided 
that the plan should contain such provisions 
as to personnel in administering the plan as 
are necessary to the establishment and 
maintenance of a merit system. The Senate 
recedes. 

Amendments numbered 6 and 7: Under the 
House bill one or the requirements of a State 
plan wa., that it provide for compliance with 
such rules, regulations, and standards with 
respect to expenditures upon which Federal 
grants are made available under section 3 (a) 
as the Administrator might establish. The 
Senate amendments required the State plan 
to provide such rules, regulations, and stand
ards with respect to such expenditures as the 
Administrator might find reasonable and 
necessary, The House recedes. 

Amendments numbered 8, 9, 13, and 30: 
These Senate amendments provided for in
cluding within the scope of the Act war dis
abled civilians certified to the State as such 
by the Federal Security Adminis.trator, and 
for having the Federal Government pay the 
necessary cost of providing vocational reha
bilitation for them. As defined in section 10 
(b), the term "war disabled civilian" means 
( 1) civilians (except those paid for services as 
civilian defense workers) disabled while serv
ing after December 6, 1941, and prior to the 
termination of the war in the Aircraft Warn
ing Service, as members of the Civilian Air 
Patrol, or as members of the United States 
Civilian Defense Corps (including registered 
trainees); and (2) civilians disabled while 
serving during a corresponding period as offi
cers or members of the crew of a vessel owned 
or chartered by the Maritime Commission or 
the War Shipping Administration, or oper
ated under charter from such Commission or 
Administration. The disability in any such 
case must be incurred in line of duty and 
not due to the civilian's own misconduct. 
There was no corresponding provision in the 
House bill. The conference agreement re
tains the provisions of these Senate amend
ments. 

Amendment numbered 30 also retained the 
definition of the terms "vocational rehabilita
tion" and "rehabilitation services" which 
were contained in t11e House bill. This 
amendment eliminated, however, a provision 
which provided in effect that such terms 
should not be considered to require any State 
to provide all such services which may be 
necessary, and that a State plan might be 
limited to training, or to training and any 
one or more of the other vocational rehabilita
tion services. As a result of the conference 
action on thls amendment, the provision of 
the House bill just referred to is eliminated. 

Amendments numbered 11 and 14: Senate 
amendment numbered 11 provided, in effect, 
that disabled individuals might be given 
medical examinations where necessary to de
termine eligibility for vocational rehabilita
tion, the nature of rehabilitation services 
required, or their occupational limitatioiUI. 
The language of the House bill which was 
stricken by Senate amendment numbered 14 
would have limited such medical examina
tions to disabled individuals who were found 
to require financial assistance. The confer
ence agreement retains and clarifies Senate 
amendment numbered 11 and the House 
recedes from its disagreement on Senate 
amendment numbered 14. 

Amendment numbered 15: This amendment 
provided for including in the rehabilitation 
services furnished to needy disabled indi
viduals transportation, occupational licenses, 
and customary occupational tools and equip
ment. There was no corresponding provision 
in the House bill. The House recedes. 
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Amendment numbered 16: This amend

ment provides that the conditions prescribed 
by the Administrator with respect to in
creased amounts payable to any State prior 
to July 1, 1945, which he finds to have sub
stantially exhausted its funds, should be 
contained in "general" regulations. The · 
House recedes. 

Amendments numbered 19 and 20: Under 
section 7 (a) (1) of the House bill the Fed
eral Security Administrator was authorized 
to utilize and enlarge facilities of appropriate 
units of the Federal Security Agency and to 
enter into agreements and cooperative work 
arrangements with public agencies and pri· 
vate persons, agencies, and institutions for 
services and use of facilities and to compen
sate them therefor. These amendments have 
the effect of limiting this authority in con
nection with vocational rehabilitation to dis
abled persons actually residing in the District 
of Columbia. The House recedes. 

Amendment numbered 22: Among the 
powers granted to the Administrator by sec
tion '7 of the House bill was the authority to 
contract with other agencies, including for
eign agencies for the making of studies, in
vestigations, and reports relating to handi
capped individuals. This amendment elimi
nated that authority. The House recedes. 

Amendments numbered 24 and 26: Section 
7 of the House bill also authorized the Ad
ministrator to conduct appropriate courses 

. of instruction for personnel or detail them 
to such courses of not more than six weeks 
duration conducted by others and to provide 
the personnel so detailed with necessary ma
terials, subsistence, and other expenses. 
These amendments limited the exercise of 
this authority to July 1, 194Q. The House 
recedes. 

Amendments numbered 27, 28, and 29: 
Under the House bill ' he Administrator was 
authorized to promulgate such regulations as 
he found necessary or expedient in carrying 
out the purposes of the Act. These amend
ments limit the authority of the Adminis
trator to making such rules and regulations 
governing the administration of the Act as he 
finds necess~:~ory in carrying out its purposes. 
The House recedes. 

GRAHAM A. BAltDEN, 
EDWARD J. HART, 
JOHN LESINSKI, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
North Carolina is recognized. 

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 10 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, this is the ·conference re
port on the bill (H. R. 2536) generally re
ferred to as the rehabilitation bill. This 
bill was passed by the House a few days 
ago and went to the Senate. There were 
30 amendments added in the Senate. I 

. think with the possible exception of 2 or 
3 of those amendments, they definitely 
improve the bill. 

The conferees Qn the part of the House 
met with the conferees of the Senate. 
Of course, as usual, thei:e was a little 
giving and taking. The only matter in 
the bill now in controversy, or which 
was in controversy at the time of the 
conference between the House and the 
Senate was amendment numbered 30, 
which added the civil air patrol, the 
merchant marine, and some of the other 
activities. Glancing at the report ycu 
will find that most of the amendments, 
practically all of the amendments, are 
clarifying amendments. It is simply the 
changing of one or two .words. For in
stance, in line 22 on page 2 the word 

"persons" is changed to "individuals.'' 
In amendment No. 2, on page 3, it 
changes the language from "such classes 
of individuals as shall be approved" to 
"classes of employable individuals de
fined by the Administrator." 

These amendments, I think in the 
main, improve the bill. , 

Mr. RANI{IN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARDEN. I yield to the gentle
man from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. This bill left the reha
bilitation of veterans in the hands of_ the 
Veterans' Administration. 
- Mr. BARDEN. Yes; as I j Jst told the 
House, we do not have any service-con
nected veterans in here; but, of course, 
the service is open to all veterans, and 
we do not have anything in here about 
the T.V. A. 

Mr. RANKIN. And you do not have 
anything in here about the R. E. A. 

Mr. BARDEN. Nothing about the R. 
E. A. 

Mr. RANKIN. I congratulate the gen
tleman. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARDEN. I yield to the gentle
man from Nebraska. 

Mr. STEFAN. Will the gentleman ex
plain what category is the C. A. P. put 
in? Are they in the Office-of Civilian De
fense? They are not in the armed 
branch of. the service. 

Mr. BARDEN. No; I understand that 
they are not in the armed branch. 

Mr. STEFAN. What is the status of 
the c. A. P. now? They are in uniform, 
are they not? 

Mr. BARDEN. I think not. I could 
not answer the gentleman definitely con
cerning that inquiry. 

Mr. STEFAN. We are dealing with 
them in this bill. 

Mr. BARDEN. Yes. 
Mr. STEFAN. I would like to know 

under what jurisdiction the C. A. P. 
comes, whether they are in the civilian 
defense or not. 

Mr. BARD:J!:N. I could not say whether 
they are under civilian defense, but I 
know that they are under the supervision 
of the Government and are performing 
patrol service overseas for the Govern
ment and their discipline is regulated by 
the Government. 

Mr. STEFAN. The gentleman under
stands I do not want to be facetious. 

Mr. BARDEN. I understand; that is 
just one of the things that I am thinking 
about myself. 

Mr. STEFAN. Are they being put un
der the jurisdiction of Mr. Landis, of 
the United States civilian defense or
ganization; does the gentlemaq. know 
that? 

Mr. BARDEN. I am sorry I cannot 
answer the gentleman's question. I 
thought I knew almost everything about 
this bill, but that is one definition I can
not give the gentleman. 

Just in that connection, however, I 
want to say this, that the amendment 
which places the Aircraft Warning Serv
ice, the Civil Air Patrol, the merchant 
marine, and some others referred to, 

/ 

which are kindred services, has this pro
vision in it: 

Any civilian (except a person who 1s paid 
by the United States or any department or 
agency or instrumentality thereof for serv
ices as a civilian defense worker)-

Now, those who are on patrol are ex
cepted. These men are not on the Gov
ernment pay roll, but volunteer their 
services; they get no pay for it. And 
as to the merchant marine, the men who 
now carry the supplies across the seas 
and serve on patrol when such condi
tions are met, and this by all means the 
most important: 

·But no individual shall be considered to 
be a war-disabled civilian unless he is dis
abled as a result of disease or injuries or 
aggravation of preexisting disease or injury 
incurred in the line of duty during such 
period and not due to his own misconduct. 

That to me is very clear and I think 
it is just. We have passed a bill which 
takes care of the Federal expenses of the 
service-connected veterans and in effect 
these men must be service-connected; 
they must- have been injured in line of 
duty while in the performance of their 
duty, and then if they apply for rehabili
tation service the cost of that particular 
.kind is paid wholly by the Federal Gov
ernment. In other words, the service 
provided for in this bill is on a 50-50 
matching basis and there are many rea
sons why this should be done. 

One is that all the records pertaining 
to these men are in the departments 
here in Washington; they are the ones 
that can determine whether or not these 
men were injured in line of duty, and if 
they were they are certified to the States 
and then they are given the rehabilita
tion training that they request. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARDEN. I am glad to yielq to 
the gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. The gentleman 
has just made the statement that all of 
the records are kept in Washington cov
ering these workers, members of the 
Office of Civilian Defense, Aircraft Pa
trol, and others. Now let us assume 
that at the end of 3 or 4 years a case 
arises where rehabilitation is necessary. 
I think the gentleman is making an 
argument against his amendment, be
cause they will have to go through the 
records for the use of the people who are 
out in the States, who may be 2,000 
miles from here, or those out there will 
have to come to Washington. 

Mr. BARDEN. I am sorry; I am 
afraid the gentleman has misunderstood 
my remarks. While the records remain 
here, they are certified from Washing
ton; the ~arne records are here that are 
provided for the certification of veterans. 

The veteran enlists in your State or 
mine and goes into service. He may 
serve in the State, but the records are 
here in the Veterans' Administration 
and we very wisely provided in the legis
lation we· passed that these veterans 
should be certified to the State by the 
Veterans' Administration. This will be 
negligible unless we have some air raids 
or an invasion. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
North Carolina has consumed 10 min
utes. 

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 5 additional minutes. 

I:( we have an air raid or a bombing 
raid it will very likely strike in some 
concentrated area. If it were to strike 
New York City and a tremendous re
habilitation load were to grow ·out of it, 
I think it would be hardly fair to har
ness all of that expense on the State of 
New York. I think that these men
and I cannot see it any other way-I 
think that these men who carry the 
tankers through the Atlantic and the 
Pacific and pilot the supplies to the sol
diers, these men who pilot the Civil Air 
Patrol planes hunting submarines, those 
who man the volunteer services without 
pay are just as much service-connected 
and just as closely connected to the war 
as you could possibly make them. Whg.t 
is the difierence if a man is on an oil 
tanker carrying oil to north Africa and 
that ship is shot out from under him 
and he is blinded by the fire. as I have 
seen some of them-what is the differ
ence in the status of that man as far as 
the Government's responsibility to re
habilitate him is concerned and the fel
low who is blinded putting the oil in the 
tank? I cannot see any distinction my
self. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield at that 
point? 

Mr. BAP..DEN. I yield. 
Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. . As a 

matter of fact, is there not a substantial 
difference in the compensation paid? 
Are not these men on the tankers paid 
substantial bonuses for every trip in the 
war zone? 

Mr. BARDEN. I am sorry that I can
not give the gentleman any definite in
formation on that, but I am not con
cerned with whether a man gets 50 cents 
or $50. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. I thirik. 
it makes a great deal of difference. 

Mr. BARDEN. We are concerned, 
however, with a rehabilitation program. 
This is no pension bill. We have pro
vided rehabilitation for the disabled of 
this country under this bill . • 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. A pen
sion bill will follow, though. 

Mr. BARDEN. I know; we are not . 
concerned with that here. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. It will 
come eventually. 

Mr. BARDEN. But I want to say this, 
I am not yet mad with the boys who are 
carrying the supplies across the seas, not 
yet. 

Mr. CHEN"OWETH. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARDEN. I yield. 
Mr. CHENOWETH. As I understand 

the gentleman's position now he is plac
ing all these classes and groups to which 
he refers in exactly the same category 
as the disabled war veterans back from 
the battle fronts. 

Mr. BARDEN. No; the gentleman did 
not understand me to say that. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. I think the gen
tleman made himself very clear. 

Mr. BARDEN. I said that as far as 
the Government's responsibility for re
habilitation is concerned, I can see abso
lutely no difference. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. I wanted to be 
clear about it. 

Mr. BARDEN. Why should New York 
State, just because a man left the coun
try from the port of New York, be con
sidered his domicile should he·be injured 
in mid-Atlantic and New York have to 
pay 50 percent of the rehabilitation cost 
when it is the burden of the Federal 
Government because of the nature of 
the war service? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARDEN. I yield. 
Mr. RAMSPECK. If I correctly un

derstood the amendment which the gen
tleman is discussing the only difference 
is that the Federal Government will pay 
all of the costs of rehabilitating these 
people referred to, whereas if the amend
ment were not in the bill the States· 
would be required to pay half. 

Mr. BARDEN. That is exactly the 
difference. That provision was not in 
the bill when it went to the Senate. It 
was in the bill when the bill came to the 
House committee but the committee 
eliminated it on a vote of 8 to 6. The 
Senate restored the provision. There 
was another amendment in which more 
Members of the House were concerned 
than this and we retained every part of 
that and the Senate receded. We con
ferees receded on this. Two of the con
ferees did not sign the report but no 
minority views were filed. Eight of the 
ten conferees did sign the report and I 
believe that the addition to the bill, if 
anything,. improves it. Certainly it does 
not injure the bill and I sincerely hope 
the House will adopt the conference 
report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
North Carolina has consumed an addi
tional 5 minutes. 

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 2 additional minutes. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARDEN. I -yield. 
Mr. REED of New York. I think it is 

an improvement to the bill. I do not 
know of any more hazardous occupation 
outside the front-line t.renches than 
that of the men who take these tankers 
across the submarine-infested oceans 
and who carry supplies to our soldiers. 
Those who enlist in this service come 
from all over the country, but the rec
ords, as I understand it, are kept in these 
Government agencies in Washington; 
that is, in the Government agencies. I 
think it is a very, very wise provision 
myself. 

Mr. HART. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BARDEN. I yield to the gentle
man from New Jersey. 

Mr. HART. Before the gentleman 
leaves the floor, I hope he will explain 
to the House what was done on the part 
of the Senate conferees in yielding when 
the House conferees agreed to accept 
this amendment. As the gentleman 
stated at the outset of his remarks, it was 

a give-and-take proposition, and, while 
the House conferees accepted amend
ment 30, it was not until the Senate had 
agreed to accept a very important con
cession that · the conferees of the House 
demanded. I hope the gentleman will 
elucidate on that. 

Mr. BARDEN. That is true, and I will 
touch on that in a minute. 

Mr. STEFAN. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BARDEN. I yield to the gentle
man from Nebraska. 

Mr. STEFAN. Regarding amend
ments numbered 8, 9, 13, and 30, which we 
discussed· a little while ago and which 
refers to the Civilian Air Patrol, may I 
inform my colleague that since we were 
talking about it I spoke to r.Ir. Landis, 
of the Civilian Defense organization, and 
he tells me that the C .. A. P. has been 
taken away from tbe Civilian Defense 
and has now been t~_ken over entirely by 
the War Department. They are uni
formed, they are paid a per diem and also 
a mileage. The reference in these 
amendments is merely for the rehabilita
tion of the C. A. P., is that correct? 

Mr. BARDEN. That is all. . 
The SPEAKER. The time of the ·gen· 

tleman has expired. 
Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself 2 additional minutes. 
Mr. DONDERO. Will the gentleman 

yield? 
Mr. BARDEN. I yield to the gentle

man from 1\.fichigan. 
Mr. DONDERO. In answer to the 

statement made by the gentleman from 
New Jersey as to the Senate conferees 
yielding, I th..ink the House should under
stand that we yielded on 26 of these 
amendments while the Senate only 
yielded on 2 or 3. 

Mr. BARDEN. May I ask the gentle
man if in his honest, conscientious opin- · 
ion he does not think that at least 25 of 
the 26 amendm~nts improve the bill? 

Mr. DONDERO. I think a great many 
of them do. 

WJI. BARDEN. You are not giving 
away much when you are helping your
self, then. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. Will the gentle-
man yield?" · 

Mr. BARDEN. I yield to the gentle• 
man from Colorado. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. In view of what 
the gentleman from Nebraska just l"e• 
ported, is it not true then that the Civil 
Air Patrol is now taken out from the 
provisions of this bill? 

Mr. BARDEN. Certainly not. 
Mr. CHENOWETH. They receive a. 

per diem. If they receive money from 
the Government they cannot come under 
this bill. - That · takes them from under 
the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. BARDEN. I do not think so, and 
the legal draftsmen clid not intend to 
take them out. 

Mr. CHE.L~OWETH. It is a question 
what the bill says. It is in there. 

Mr. BARDEN. If it is, it would be too 
bad. If that did happen, it would be in 
line with the gentleman's views. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. They are no 
longer in the bill, if that statement 1S 
true. 
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Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Will the 

gentleman yield further? 
Mr. BARDEN. I yield to the gentle

man frorr_ Connecticut. 
Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. I think 

the gentleman misunderstood the pur
pose of my question awhile ago. I am 
trying to ascertain whether these men on 
tankers are not civilian employees cov
ered by workmen's compensation on the 
part of their employer. Is not that em
ployer then responsible for any rehabili
tation? They paid a premium for that 
purpose; it is part of their compensation, 
and I do not think the Federal Gov
ernment ought to come in and give voca~ 
tional training to the employees of the 
Standard Oil Co. or any other oil com-
pany. -

Mr. BARDEN. May I say to the gen
tleman, he has probably missed the pur
pose of this bill. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. That is 
what I want to get straight. 

Mr. BARDEN. The purpose of this bill 
is to rehabilitate the employees of the 
Standard Oil Co., the railroad companies, 
the small companies, and the individuals. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. But they 
paid compensation insurance for that. 

Mr. BARDEN. We make no distinc
tion in the body of the bill with ref~rence 
to that. So far as the folks that you are 
referring to are concerned, this is about 
one of the finest pieces of labor legisla
tion that has ever passed through this 
House. This is one piece of legislation 
that every labor organization and every 
laboring man is a tho".Isand percent for, 
anyway you figure it. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Does the 
gentleman want the Federal Government 
to pay for the vocational training of an 
employee who has been covered by his 
employer for that purpose and has paid 
a premium? 

Mr. BARDEN. When they come in and 
qualify under this bill, if they are blind
then the Government pays them a blind 
compensation, and as soon as you can 
rehabilitate them they get ofi the Fed
eral pay roll. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. But the 
gentleman realizes the insurance com
pany insured the Standard Oil Co. 

Mr. BARDEN. We are not dealing 
with the insurance company. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. You will 
be. 

Mr. BARDEN. No; we are not dealing 
with the insurance company. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. The 
Standard Oil Co. pays a premium tore
habilitate any injured employee. 

, Mr. BARDEN. Here is -what the 
amendment says: 

Any civilian disabled while serving at any 
time after December 6, 1941, and prior to the 
termination o_f the present war as an officer 
or a member of the crew of the vessel owned 
or chartered by the Marine Commission or 
the War Shipping Administration or oper
ated under charter from such Commission 
or Administration. 

That does not sound like the Standard 
Oil Co. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. It is all 
Standard Oil Co. 

Mr. BARDEN. No. 

The SPEAKER. -The time of the gen
tleman has expired. 

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 1 additional minute. 

Mr. COLE of New York. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARDEN. I yield to the gentle
man from New York. 

Mr. COLE of New York. What did t:1e 
conferees do with reference to the Taft 
amendment limiting rehabilitation proj
ects to public institutions? 

Mr. BARDEN. What is that? 
Mr. COLE of New York. Is there any

thing in the conference report that 
limits the rehabilitation enterprises or 
projects to only public institution5"? 

Mr. BARDEN. No; there is nothing 
lil{e that in it. Senator TAFT was a mem
ber of the conferees and heartily ap
proved the result of this conference. 

Mr. COLE of New York. An amend
ment was put on this bill limiting places 
where persons could be rehabilitated to 
public institutions only. 

Mr. BARDEN. No, no. I think every 
member of the conference would have 
objected to that. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman has expired. 

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
10 minutes to the gentleman from Mich
igan [Mr. DONDERO]. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, it was 
with some regret that I found myself 
unable to surrender my convictions and 
agree to the conference report in its 
entirety. I call to the attention of the 
House the fact that this bill was reported 
from our Committee on Education unan
imously and passed by the House unani
mously. Amendment No. 30 was inserted 
by the Senate. My objection is to 
amendment No. 30, which puts back into 
this bill after it was stricken out by our 
committee certain classes of people who 
will come under 100-percent Federal re
habilitation. This bill changes the 
existing law in one respect. It provides 
for 100-percent administrative cost by 
the Federal Government. To that ex
tent the classes of people who are in
cluded in this bill, if this amendment re
mains will be under the influence of the 
Federal Government. 

The classes designated in the bill by 
the Senate as "war disabled civilians" 
and to which I object, are the Aircraft 
Warning Service, members of the Civil 
Air Patrol, members of the United States 
Citizens Defense Corps, registered train
ees for protective services, and those who 
may be employed by the Maritime Com
mission or the War Shipping Adminis
tration, or operating under charter from 
such commission or administration. 

Before proceeding to the particular 
amendment, I wish to call attention to 
one thing that in my opinion was inad
vertently overlooked in our conference 
yesterday with the Senate. In amend
ment 30 the Senate struck out this lan
guage: 

Such terms shall not, however, be consid
ered to require any State to provide all such 
services which may be necessary, but a State 
plan may be limited to training, or to train
ing and any one or more of the other voca .. 
tional rehabilitation services. 

This prov1s10n in some degree safe
guarded the States. They need or they 
need not adopt the entire program. That 
provision was taken out. Therefore it 
takes away from the State some of the 
safeguards we have attempted to throw 
around them in this bill and places in the 
hands of the Federal Government .the 
right to say to a State, "You either adopt 
the whole program or we will not accept 
the plans that you submit to the Federal 
Security Administrator for approval." 

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DONDERO. In just a moment I 
will yield to my distinguished chairman, 
for I know what he is about to say. He 
is about to say . that · he conferred with 
the director of the rehabilitation pro
gram yesterday, who said that practi
cally all of the States of the Union now 
have a full program. 

Mr. BARDEN. May I correct the gen
tleman and say that all of them have 
that? 
' M~. DONDERO. The entire number; 

I will accept the gentleman's correction. 
But be that as it may, nevertheless, if 
a State chooses to submit a plan to the 
Federal Security Administrator without 
the full content of the program, he 
would have a right to reject it. He 
would not have that right if that lan
guage had remained in the bill. To that 
extent I think it takes away one of the 
safeguards to the States. 

Mr. BARDEN. May I say to the gen
tleman that, of course, no point was 
raised by the gentleman or anyone else 
about that in the conference we had 
with the Senate. 

Mr. DONDERO. I am stating plainly 
that that matter was inadvertently over
looked. 

Mr. BARDEN .. In view of the~fact that 
every State in the Union with a-rehabili
tation program today, which is 46 out of 
the 48, has the entire program of its own 
volition, where would we be with a kind 
ot a half-baked program in some States, 
with the Veterans' Administration hav
ing authority to send a disabled veteran 
there to be rehabilitated? Say Michi
gan had only a part of the program and 
veterans from Michigan were certified 
there by the Veterans' Administration 
to be trained. Michigan would have to 
say, "We do not have anything. We 
cannot do that becanse we do not have 
the program." Then Michigan veterans 
would have to be sent somewhere else. 

Mr. DONDERO. The gentleman from 
North Carolina knows that we have been 
operating a rehabilitation program in 
this country for 23 years. 

Mr. BARDEN. That is right. 
Mr. DONDERO. Not under this bill 

but under the basic law. We have never 
had any difficulty. There has been a 
happy relationship between the States 
and the Federal Government without this 
legislation. So if there were anything 
to that propositioil, it would be removed 
in the light of experience through the 
years. I look with favor upon and have 
supported the present Federal and State 
rehabilitation program. 

Mr. BARDEN. The gentleman will ad
mit that this bill is a vast curtailment 
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of the Federal authority as it existed in 
the basic act. We have thrown many, 
many safeguards around the States that 
did not exist in the basic act. Is not that 
correct? 

Mr. DONDERO. I think that is cor
rect; and that was our purpose in fram
ing this legislation. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DONDERO. I yield to the gentle
man from Colorado. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. I was somewhat 
surprised at the statement of the chair
man of the committee just now that this 
program is in operation in 48 States. 

Mr. BARDEN. No; I did not say that. 
I said 46 out of the 48 States, as I recall. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. One of the highly 
controversial issues in this bill was physi
cal restoration. The gentleman does not 
mean to tell this House that 46 States 
have a program of physical restoration 
and rehabilitation? 

Mr. BARDEN. None of the 46 States 
has a physical-restoration program un
der the law except as it has kind of 
stretched it out. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. The gentleman 
from Michigan was bringing out that 
under this provision they might be com
pelled to have it against their wish. 

Mr. DONDERO. Let me say to the 
gentleman from North Carolina that, 
while physical restoration may not have 
been adopted in the States, four States 
under the basic law are r..ow operating 
such a program and it is recognized on 
the part of the Federal administrat1on. 
The language in the basic law, in my 
judgment, is broad enough so that it 
could be interpreted to include that, but 
w~.- attempted in this bill to spell it out 
a little more distinctly. 

Now let me come to the point I want 
to make and the reason why I could not 
sign the conference report. This pro
vision in the bill, amendment No. 30, plac
ing all of these classes of people entirely 
under the supervision of the Federal Se
curity Administrator, does one thing. 
l'hey can be rehabilitated in the States 
and the Federal Government is to pay 
the entire cost, if this conference _report 
is adopted. They will pay only half if 
it is not adopted, and the States will pay 
the other half. But the thing to which 
I object is addinf{ to the growing bu
reaucracy of the Federal Government. 

This means expansion of bureaucracy 
in Washington. I have before me a list 
of 102 new agencies of this Government 
set up in Washington in the last 10 
years, a list prepared by a gentleman in 
the State of Texas. I do not know bow 
many more there are, but here is a list 
of 102. No one need be surprised that 
we have chaos and confusion in the 
Nation's Capital. The report recently 
filed by the Joint Committee on Reduc
tion of Nonessential Expenditures pre
sents the amazing fact that in April of 
this year more than 3,000,000 people 
were in the executive branch of the Gov
ernment and the monthly pay roll had 
mounted to the indefensible sum of more 
than $552,000,000 or the staggering total 
of $6,624,000,000 annually. 

As evidence of the disregard of the 
Nation's welfare and the wanton waste 

with which bureaucracy operates, let me 
call to the attention of the House the 
fact that while newspapers throughout 
the country have been forced to curtail 
the use of newsprint, our Government 
issued 250,000 copies of a 146-page book
let entitled "The Fleas of North Amer
ica." Such was the news release given 
to the American people by a nationally 
known radio commentator. How can 
we justify our position in adding to the 
juggernaut of government--this Fed
eral Frankenstein-and at the same 
time limit the newspapers of the coun
try to the point where the public cannot 
obtain. information wl;lile the 3,200 Gov
ernment press agents 1ssue such pamph
lets which are only thrust into the waste
baskets. 

In a recent poll taken among the farm
ers of the Nation, 89 percent expressed 
it as their opinion that the production 
of food was hindered most by too much 
interference from Washington. 

Let me say that this kind of govern
mental juggernaut will not only plague 
the Congress, and I think it is doing so 
now, but it will beset and impoverish the 
people of the United States unless it is 
reduced instead of increased. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DONDERO. I yield. 
Mr. KNUTSON. Has the gentleman 

ever tried to cut out one of these bu
reaus? We are holding hearings now on 
the Federal Coal Commission bill, to ex
tend its life. It is perfectly amazing the 
number of Republicans who come and 
ask for an extension of this Commission. 

Mr. DONDERO. Let me answer the 
gentleman by saying that the ship of 
state ought to be put in drydock, and 
the Congress of the United States, with 
the legislative tools at its command, 
should begin to cut away the barnacles 
in order that the ship of state may again 
ride at even keel. · 

Mr. KNUTSON. It is waterlogged 
now. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Michigan has expired. 

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
the gentleman 3 additional minutes. 

Mr. DONDERO. The sooner we do 
that the sooner the Federal Government 

- will administer the laws of this country 
more efficiently and solve the problems 
we have before us. 

Mr.""MILLER of Connecticut. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DONDERO. I yield. 
Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Is it the 

gentleman's understanding that under 
this bill an air-raid warden or watcher 
who might be injured while protecting 
his own property or that of his neighbor 
would come under this program? 

Mr. DONDERO. He would. The gen
tleman from Connecticut asks the ques
tion whether or not an air-raid warden 
would come under this program. He 
would. I do not believe in setting up 
classes in the United States. I do not 
believe this class of people are any more 
entitled to rehabilitation-and I am for 
the rehabilitation program-than the 
man who works in a defense factory and 
loses a leg and is not able to rehabilitate 
himself. ~he States are doing it under 

/ 

the existing program. It would also do 
it for an air-raid warden without the 
amendment in question. For that rea
son I think it is a mistake for the Con
gress of the United States to include 
these people and place them completely 
under Federal control. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. It is a 
natural step, after you recognize respon- · 
sibility for the Federal Government to 
rehabilitate them, to turn ai·ound and 
pass pension laws covering the same 
people. 

Mr. DONDERO. There is something 
in what the gentleman says. It is not 
quite so easy if it has to be done through 
the States. _ 

Mr. COLE of New York. Will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. DONDERO. I yield. 
Mr. COLE of New York. Do these new 

classes of people who are brought under 
the provisions of this bill have to qualify 
from the standpoint of financial need? 

Mr. DOND.ERO. I doubt it. 
Mr. COLE of New York. Do the air

raid wardens and watchers have to 
qualify from the standpoint of financial 
need? 

Mr. DONDERO. I do not think the bill 
itself spells that out. 

Mr. COLE of New York. It is not the 
· philosophy of this bill that only those 

who are injured but who are in need 
financially and cannot take care of their 

. needs are covered by it? 
Mr. DONDERO. Yes, that should be 

the philosophy. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DONDERO. I yield. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Has 

the gentleman ever considered having 
this under the United States Employ
ment Agency for the disabled? There is 
one for the disabled veterans, you know. 

Mr. DONDERO. That is done largely 
now through State organizations. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. But 
would it not be a good plan to have the 
Federal Government have one? It would 
help in secur~ng jobs for people. 

Mr. DONDERO. I think it is being 
done through the many employment 
agencies in the States, with a great deal 
of satisfaction. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
think the Federal Government could 
help in getting Federal jobs. 

Mr. DONDERo: Possibly that is true. 
Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DONDERO. I yield. 
Mr. RAMSPECK. It seemed to me 

that the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. MILLER] was confused about this 
matter. This bill does not bring in new 
classes under the rehabilitation pro
gram. It simply provides that as to a 
particUlar class, in amendment No. 30, 
the Federal Government assumes all of 
the cost , whereas under the present pro
gram the States would pay half of it. 
Is that not correct? 

Mr. DONDERO. That is correct. 
That is the only difference, with one ex
ception. That is this: that under this 
bill as it is drawn that class would have 
to be certified first by the Federal Secu .. 
rity Administrator here in Washington. 
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On the other hand, · i! it is left to the 
States, they would be certified by the 
State vocational rehabiiltation boards. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. They are certified 
only so that the State might be relieved 
of half of the cost, but if they are not 
certified, then they can still participate, 
but the State would pay half of the cost. 

Mr. DONDERO. The State would pay 
half of the cost, and the Federal Gov
ernment would pay the other half, plqs 
all the cost of administration. 

I hope the conference report will be 
sent back for further consideration. 
- The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman has again expired. 

Mr. BARDEN. Mr.- Speaker, I yield 
# lJl.Yself · 1 minute, to say that there is 

not one word in here creating a new 
bureau, setting up a new agency.or any
thing kindred to what the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. DoNDERO] .said .. 
Here .is the only question involved,. and 
:i think the gentleman- would be frank. 
enough to admit this. Is the Federal 
Government in this group to pay 50 per-. 
cent or 100 percent? If they pay 50 per
cent the .State pays .50 percent. , If they. 
pay 100 percent, then they pay 100 per-. 
cent . .. That. is .an there .is and. there is 
nothing else in it. They. are now _ en-_ 
titled to the rehabilitation, under the 
general bill. There cannot be but one 
thing and that is this: Is this service 
connected close enough to the Federal 
Government and the war that it should 
pay 100 percent for the rehabilitation?. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman has expired. 

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
JUDD] 3 minutes. 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Speaker, with regard 
to the controversy that has arisen here, 
it is not quite just the difference between 
50 percent and 100 percent payment by 
the Federal Government, there is also 
the question as to whether the disabled 
require financial assistance. As the bill 
comes to us from conference, disabled 
individuals can qualify under the Fed
eral-State matching program only if 
they need financial aid; but those war
disabled civilians under the classifica
tions we are discussing, air wardens, 
civil air patrol, aircraft warning service, 
or the Maritime Commissitm, are to be 
provided 100-percent Federal money for 
their rehabilitation, regardless of their 
financial status, or whether they can get 
money for such purposes from pension, 
compensation, or insurance. 

If the language we have in subsection 
3, under amendment 13, were inserted 
under amendment 9, I think it would 
handle the problem. As the language 
now reads, anybody who serves and is 
tnjured.as an air-raid watcher, can come 
in, even if he is a millionaire, and get 100 
percent payment from the Government 
for his rehabilitation, without having to 
prove that he requires financial assist
ance with respect thereto. 

I think the bill should go back to con
ference for revision of the two things 
that have been mentioned here. One is 
to make sure the States will not be com
pelled, in order to get Federal aid, to set 
up a complete rehabilitat~on program, 

if they do not want -to. The other is 
with respect to the classifications of indi
viduals who are to get 100-percent Fed
eral money for their rehabilitation, and 
whether or not they must prove they 
need financial assistance. The latter 
could be · remedied by . adding the one 
clause to subsection (1), on page 6, at the 
end of line 7, as we already have it in 
subsection (3). 

After the word "civilians" strike out 
the semicolon and insert the following: 
"And found to require financial assist
ance with. respect to vocational rehabili-

. tation, after full consideration .of the 
eligibility of such individual for any 
similar benefit. by way of pension, com
pen,sation, or insurance." 
· I think it is bad to adopt a pplicy 

finder which any citizen who volunteers. 
tor example, to serve as an air warden 

, in _his block _ i$ autom.aticaUy ~ade a 
: Federal responsibility, regardless_ of his 
, o_wn .financial status. I think most of 
, them do not want to be getting Federal 

money for their patriotic service. -But I 
believe we ought. to have this safeguard, 
and,if suggested language is made a part 
of th.e. bill, it will meet most.of the objec-_ 
tions that have been mentioned by those 
conferees who refuse to sign the report. 

I favor 100-percent Federal money for 
those injured in Federal war work, if 
they need it. But I do not think they 
ought to get rehabilitation at public ex
pense, unless . they actually are found to 
need it. · 
- Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JUDD. I yield. 
Mr. BARDEN. They will be entitl€d 

to rehabilitation service, but how many 
of them does the gentleman think will 
ever ask for it? There may be million
aires who are serving on oil tankers who 
are injured, but for all practical purposes 
I am wondering how many of them 
would ask for rehabilitation. 
· Mr. JUDD. I doubt that many mil
lionaires will be be serving on oil tank
ers; and the grounds for rehabilitation 
of men in the merchant marine are dif
ferent from those serving in the volun
tary civilian services. The fermer have 
insurance, and in addition they have 
higher wages; they receive up to $600 a 
month to take care of such contingen
cies. Some groups have workmen's com
pensation benefit~ in case of injury. I 
think they ought not to be certified for 
voational rehabilitation unless it is found 
that they need financial assistance in 
order to get it. 

Surely it is strange for us to require 
that disabled civilians show financial 
need before they get 50-percent Federal 
aid, but do not require that war-disabled 
civilians show any financial need what
soever in order to get 100-percent Fed
eral payment for their rehabilitation 
services. 

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Colorado 
[Mr. CHENOWETH]. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. Mr. Speaker, 
along with my colleague the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. DONDERO], I refused 
to sign this conference report. I think 
whenever a conferee is in position that 

he cannot sign a conference report he 
should explain his position to the House. 
I agreed to all of the Senate amendments 
except 8, 9, 13, and 30. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
DoNDERO] has already made a statement 
as to our attitude. I think perhaps I 
ought to explain the history of this legis
lation. We have had a vocational re
habilitation law in the United States for 
over 23 years, the first act having been 
passed on June 2, 1920. This law pro
vides vocational rehabilitation for all ci
vilians. No groups or classes are recog
nized. All -are treated alike, who can 
qualify for this training. That is what 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr:DoN
DERo·J.and myself are now insisting should 
still be done. 

However, for some -reason, which I 
have not been able to ascertain, there is . 
an influence seeking to place certain 
groups . of civilians in the· same category 
with disabled war veterans-who are 'com
ing back from the battle fronts. These
veterans receive rehabilitation training 
at solely Government expense. Civilians
are rehabilitated by the States, with the 
Government contributing one-half of
.the cost. We believe that vocational re
habilitation is a State function, except 
for the disabled war veterans, and that 
there should be no change in the policy 
that has proved so successful for the 
past 23 years. 

We are not arguing against the reha
bilitation of these groups. They are en-· 
titled to it, if they are injured, and will 
receive this training under the present 
bill without the Senate amendments. 
We merely say that all civilians should 
be treated alike. 

The Committee on Education had this 
matter up when this bill was first con
sidered. You will recall that originally 
this bill also included veterans. Vigorous 
protests were made by veterans' organi
zations. It was the general sentiment 
that veterans should be considered sep
arately from civilians. Subsequently, a 
bill was passed providing for vocational 
rehabilitation of disabled war veterans 
only. This left only civilians in the bill. 
Our committee then eliminated the sec
tions creating these groups of civilians. 
The House passed the bill in this form. 

The bilL went over to the Senate where 
the provisions were reinserted. This is 
the contreversy before us. 

Let me call attention to the rather ab
surd situation in which we find ourselves 
today. We are called upon to provide for 
rehabilitation training for certain groups 
of civilians who may render a Federal 
service of one kind or another if they 
sustain injuries in line of duty. At the 
same time, to my knowledge, not one 
single act has been passed providing any 
medical or hospital care in such an event. 

I submit that it is ridiculous to provide 
rehabilitation training for these special 
groups at straight Government expense, 
when there is no provision to even pay 
their doctor or hospital bills in case of 
accidents. 

As I have mentioned before, any per
son in any of these classes named in the 
Senate amendment is eligible for this 
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training under the program now in ef
feet, and which is continued by this bill. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CHENOWETH. I yield. 
Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. An air

raid warden tomorrow night is injured 
in his own automobile going to his sta
tion as a result of a test black-out. He 
secures damages from the person who ran 
into his automobile; yet under this bill 
it would still be the responsibility of the 
Federal Government to pay for his re
habilitation. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. That is right. It 
sets up these civilian groups in the same 
category as disabled war veterans. I 
maintain that persons entitled to re
habilitation should be divided into only 
two groups. One is the veterans to whom 
we owe a primary obligation to rehabili
tate at wholly Federal expense. The 
other, the civilian group, which will in
clude air wardens and the other classes 
herein named. The Federal Government 
will contribute one-half of the expense. 
In this bill, we are also providing that 
the administrative expense shall be paid 
100 percent by the Federal Government. 
Heretofore it has been 50 percent. An
other clause in .this bill would provide· 
that if any State runs out of money the 
Government can advance the whole 
amount necessary to carry on the pro
gram. Surely we are being more than 
liberal with the States. 

Another singular thing. Not one woi·d 
of testimony was given before our com
mittee that any State had requested that 
this provision be inserted. The States 
are willing to pay their share of this 
expense and are satisfied with the ·bill as 
it passed the House. 

As far as the maritime group is con
cerned I think it 'would be a mistake to 
set them up as a separate class. Per-

- haps they are in a little different cate
gory, but I believe it is a mistake to es
tablish any classification of civilians for 
this rehabilitation training. Everyone 
involved should be treated alike. All will 
be taken care of. The States are not 
asking to be relieved of this obligation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CHENOWETH. I yield. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Do the hearings show 

the number of these particular groups 
who come within the provision of this 
bill who would be entitled to this serv
ice? The States are not asking for this? 

Mr. CHENOWETH. There was no 
testimony that any State was asking for 
such a classification or that it is neces
sary. I do not recall a single witness 
who appeared before our committee in 
support of the proposal. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Colorado has expired. 

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, I Yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Geor
gia [Mr. RAMSPECK], 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, only 
this morning I have talked with the gen
tleman from my own State · who has in 
charge this program and with some Rep
resentatives of other States who are in
terested in the program in those States. 

, They approve this conference report and 
they want it adopted. 

I can understand the point of view of 
the gentleman from Michigan and some 
of the others here who are not satisfied 
with it, but did you ever see a conference 
report which was entirely satisfactory to 
both sides? By the nature of the action 
it is the giving and the taking between 
the two Houses in order that we may 
have a bill. If you send this conference 
report back the chances are 9 out of 10 
that this Congress will adjourn for the 
summer with no legislation on this sub
ject. This Congress is getting ready to 
take a recess for the summer but the 
States need a continuation of this pro
gram. They do not need it for the in
terest of the States particularly; they 
need it for the interest of the war effort. 
They are training these people to work 
in the shipyards and factories where they 
are making munitions of war, and they 
need it now when there is such a short
age of manpower. The physically 
handicapped and the disabled can be 
trained to fit in the program and re
duce the manpower shortage. It seems 
to me to be a great mistake to quibble' 
about this mere difference here as to 
whether the Federal Government is go
ing to pay 100 percent of the cost or 
50 percent of the cost for certain classes 
of people who are rendering a Federal 
service. Members of the Civil Air Patrol 
are doing the same thing that the Air 
Corps does in the Army and Navy, 
guarding our shore line. Service in the 
merchant marine of this country is cer
tainly just as hazardous as any service 
that can be rendered in the interest· of 
the welfare of this country. It seems to 
me; therefore, Mr. Speaker, that we 
ought" to adopt this conference report 
and let this program go forward an<i let 
these people be trained by the Voca
tional Rehabilitation Service of each 
State. We need the services of these 
people. As far as I am concerned I am 
perfectly willing to s~e the Federal Gov
ernment pay the entire cost of these 
services because the services referred to 
are really in the interest of the war ef-

- fort. If, of course, these people are not 
certified for 100-percent participation 
they will still be eligible for 50-percent 
participation under the general statute. 
It seems to me we are making a moun
tain out of a molehill . I think the con
ference report shoul<l be adopted and 
this act put into effect. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. LAN
HAM) • The time of the gentleman from 
Georgia has expired. 

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my own remarks in the RECORD and 
to include therein an article by Ray
mond Moley. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With
out objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself 1 minute to make an explanation. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

gentleman from North Carolina is rec
ognized for 1 minute. 

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, I wish 
to say to the Members that the real 
flght in the conference committee and 
the thing which we cherished most was 
this provision which kept in the States 

the right to run this program. The 
amendment was originally offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. VuR-
SELLJ. ' 

Your committee after considerable 
effort worked out that amendment to 
leave the control of it absolutely in the 
States. The Senate amended that. 
They wanted to put in a merit system 
and so forth which would have put the 
c<mtrol back in Washington where we 
do not want it. We stucl{ solidly for 
this amendment and agreed to recede 
on amendment No. 30. We have in 
this bill what we most wanted and what 
the Senate has failed to recede from cer
tainly is not injurious to it. 

I hope the House will adopt this con
ference report because it needs to be in 
effect by July 1. 

Mr. MASON. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BARDEN. I yield to the gentle
man from Illinois. 
, Mr. MASON. Would not the gentle
man say that by insisting upon State 
control of this program that we have 
secured at least 90 percent of what we 
wanted? 

Mr. BARDEN. Absolutely and I will 
say that this is the best piece of States 
rights legislation that has gone through 
the Congress since I have been here and 
even one who did not like the bill could 
not say to the contrary. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. 
LANHAM). The time of the gentleman 
has expired. 

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question on the conference 
report. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore·. The 

question is on the adoption of the confer
ence report. 

The conference report was agreed to 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the "table. 

Mr. DONDERO rose. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what 

purpose does the gentleman from Mich
igan [Mr. DoNDERO] rise? 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, I was 
going to ask for a division of the House. 

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, I think 
the motion comes too late. I do not like 
to make that point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The mo
tion having been made to reconsider and 
to lay it upon the table, the Chair thinks 
that it is not at liberty to exercise any 

· further option in the matter. 
Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, I ·will 

not insist on it._ 
FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A further message from the Senate by 
Mr. Duke, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate disagrees to the report 
of the committee· of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
2714, entitled "An act making appropri
ations to supply urgent deficiencies in 
certain appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1943, and for prior fiscal 
years, and for other purposes." 

The message also announced that the 
Senate further insists upon its amend
ments, Nos. 5, 60, and 61 to said bill, dis- , 
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agreed to by the House, asks a further 
conference with the House on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and appoints Mr. McKELLAR, Mr. GLAss, 
Mr. HAYDEN, Mr. TYDINGS, Mr. RUSSELL, 
Mr. NYE, and Mr. LoDGE to be conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
Vice President had appointed Mr. BARK
LEY -and Mr. BREWSTER members Of the 
joint select committee on the pai't of 
the Senate, as provided for in the act of 
August 5, 1939, entitled "An act to pro
vide for the disposition of certain records 
of the United States Government,'' for 
the disposition of executive papers iq the 
following departments and agencies: 

1. Department of the Navy. ~ 
2. Department of War. 
3. National Archives. 
4. Federal Security Agency. 
5. Smithsonian Institution. 
The message also announced that the 

Senate had passed a bill of the following 
title, in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested: 

S.-1134. An act to provide for emergency 
flood-control work made necessary by recent 
floods, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate had ordered that Mr. RADCLIFFE be 
appointed a conferee on the part of the 
Senate, vice Mr. WAGNER, resigned, to the 
committee of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R .. 2869) entitled "An act to continue 
Commodity Credit Corporation as an 
agency of the United States, increase its 
borrowing power, revise the basis of the 
annual appraisal of its assets, and for 
other purposes." 

The message also announced that the 
Vice President had appointed Mr. BARK
LEY and Mr. BREWSTER members of the 
joint select committee on the part of 
the Senate, as provided for in the act of 
August 5, 1939, entitled "An act to au
thorize and provide for the disposition of 
certain records of the United States Gov
ernment,'' for the disposition of execu
tive papers in the agency: 

United States Maritime Commission. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. JONKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re
marks in the Appendix of the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. JONKMANJ? 

There was no objection. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

1944-CONFERENCE REPO~T 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I call up 
the conference report on the bill (H. R. 
2481) making appropriations for the De
partment of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1944, and for other 
purposes. 

The Clerk read the conference report. 
The conference report and statement 

are as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT 

The committee of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on certain 

amendments of the Senate and amendments 
of the House to certain amendments of the 
Senat ) to the bill (H. R. 2481) "making ap
propriations for the Department of Agricul
ture for the fiscal year ending June 30,. 1944, 
and for other purposes," having met, after 
full and free conference, have agreed to rec
ommend and do recommend to their respec
tive Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amend-
ments numbered 97, 122, and 123. -

That the House recede from its disagree
ment to the amendment of the Senate num
bered 116; and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 19: That the Sen
ate recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the House to the amendment 
of the Senate numbered 19, and agree to the 
same with an amendment, as follows: Strike 
out the word "herein" where it occurs in said 
amendment and insert in- lieu thereof the 
words, "in this Act"; and the House agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 120: That. the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 120, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert "$6,128,-
600"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 121: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 121, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert "$1,349,-
063"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 126: That the Sen
ate recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the House to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 126, and agree 
to the same with amendments, as follows: 

In the first paragraph of said amendment 
in the proviso thereof, and after the word 
"projects" where the same first occurs in 
such proviso, insert the words "under his 
supervision." 

At the end of the first paragraph of said 
amendment, following the word "funds" and 
before the period, insert the following: 
": Prov~ded further, That during the first four 
months of the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1944, the Administrator of the War Food Ad
ministration may, in his discretion, authorize 
expenditures from this appropriation at a 
rate in excess of one-twelfth of the total ap
propriation during each of such months." 

In the third paragraph of said amendment 
after the word "elsewhere", and before the 
comma, insert the following: "at comparable 
rates for the area where such lpan is proposed 
to be made." 

In the third paragraph of said amend
ment before the word "Provided" strike out 
the colon and insert a period, and strike out 
all of the proviso down to and including the 
word "made". 

In the fourth paragraph of said amend
ment after the word "necessary" insert the 
following: ", in the discretion of the Ad
ministrator." 

At the end of the matter inserted by said 
amendment, insert a new paragraph reading 
as follows: 

"No part of the appropriation herein made 
under the heading "Loans, grants, and rural 
rehabilitation" shall be available to pay the 
compensation of any person appointed in 
accordance with the civil-service laws." 

And the House agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 127: That the Sen

ate recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the House to the amendment 
of the Senate numbered 127, and agree to the 
same with an amendment, as follows: In the 
third paragraph of said amendment, in the 
first proviso thereof, after the word "tenancy" 
and before the semicolon, insert the follow
ing: ", or an amount sufilcient to make not 
more than five loans in any one State or 

Territory, whichever amount is the larger"; 
and the House agree to the same. 

The committee of conference report in dis
agreement amendments numbered 87, 88, 92, 
98, and 99, 

M. C. TARVER, 
CLARENCE CANNON, 
W. P. LAMBERTSON, 
EVERETT M. DIRKSEN, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
RICHARD B. RUSSELL, 
CARL HAYDEN, 
M. E. TYDINGS, 
J. H. BANKHEAD, 
GERALD P. NYE, 
CHAS. L. McNARY, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

STATEMENT 

(Second conference report) 
The managers on the part of the House at 

the second conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on certain amend
ments of the Senate and amendments of 
the House to certain amendments o! the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 2481) "making ap
propriations for th~ Department of Agricul
ture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1944, 
and for other purposes," having met, after 
full and free conference, have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their re
spective Houses as follows: 

TOTALS, AND OTHER TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS 

The following amendments relate to cor
rection of totals, technical correction of 
text, etc.: Nos. 19, 120, and 121. 

PARITY PAYMENTS 

Amendment No. 97: Strikes out the ian
guage inserted by the Senate authorizing 
parity payments for the crop years 1943 and . 
1944. 

U.S. WAREHOUSE Aar 

Amendment No. 116: Appropriates $464,115 
as proposed by the Senate, instead of $400,000 
as proposed by the House. 

RURAL ELECTRIFICATION ADMINISTRATION
LOANS 

Amendment No. 122: Appropriates $20,-
000,000 as proposed by the House, instead of 
$30,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

RURAL REHABILITATION 

(Farm Security Administration) 
Amendment No. 126: Retains the House 

provision, with amendments as indicated in 
the following text. Tli'e portions of the 
House provision which have been deleted are 
incorporated in the text, enclosed by brack
ets. New language, proposed to be added, is 
sho~n in itallc type. 

LOANS, GRANTS, AND RURAL REHABILITATION 

To enable the Secretary through the War 
Food Administration to continue to provide 
assistance through rural rehabilitation and 
grants to needy farmers in the United States, 
its Territories, and possessions, including (1) 
farm debt adjustment service, and making 
and servicing of loans and grants under this 
and prior laws; (2) loans to needy individual 
farmers; (3) grants; and (4) liquidation as 
expeditiously as possible of Federal rural re
habilitation projects under the supervision 
of the War Food Administration, $20,000,-
000, which sum shall be also available for 
necessary administrative expenses incident to 
the foregoing, Including personal services in 
the District of Columbia and elsewhere; com
pensation of experts without regard to the 
Classification Act of 1923, as amended; pur-

- chase of Iawbooks, books of reference, pe
riodicals, and newspapers; purchase, opera
tion, 'and maintenance of motor-propelled 
passenger-carrying vehicles; and printing and 
binding: Provided, That the War Food Ad
ministrator shall transmit to the Congress 



6758 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE J'UNE 29 
semiannually a progress report with respect 
to the liquidation of Federal rural rehab111-
tation projects under his supervision, show
Ing by name and by States all dispositions 
of such projects, or parts thereof, together 
with the amounts of Federal funds expended 
in the process of liquidation, and any losses 
incurred in the use of such funds: ProVided 
further, That during the first 4 months of 
the fiscal year ending June 30; 1944, the 
Administrator of the War Food Administra
tion may, in his discretion, authorize ex
penditures from this appropriation at a rate 
in excess of one-twelfth of the total appro
priation during each of such months. 

In making any grant payments under this 
act, the Secretary is authorized to require 
with respect to such payments the perform
ance of work on useful public projects, Fed
eral and non-Federal, including work on 
private or public land in furtherance of the 
conservation of natural resources, and the 
provisions of the Act of February 15, 1934 
(5 U.S. C. 796). as amended, relating to dis
ability or death compensation, and benefits 
shall apply to those persons performing such 
work: Provided, That this section shall not 
apply to any case coming within the pur
view of the workmen's compensation law of 
any State, Territory, or possession, or in 
which the claimant has received or is en
titled to receive similar benefits for injury 
or death. 

For additional funds for the purpose of 
making rural rehabilitation loans to needy 
individual farmers, who are unable to obtain 
credit elsewhere at comparable rates tor the 
area where such Zoan is proposed to be made, 
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation is 
authorized and directed to make advances 
to the secretary upon his request in an ag
gregate amount of not to exceed $60,000,-
000. Such advances shall be made (1) with 
interest at the rate of 3 percent per annum 
payable semiannually; (2) upon the security 
of obligations acceptable to the Corporation 
heretofore or hereafter acquired by tb~ Sec
retary pursuant to law; (3) in amounts which 
shall not exceed 75 percent of the then un
paid principal amount of the obligations se
curing such advances; and (4) upon such 
other terms and conditions, and with such 
maturities, as the Corporation may determine: 
[Provided, That no loan shall be made out 
of such funds except loans which have first 
been offered and refused by other lending 
agencies (including the Emergency Crop and 
Feed Divislon of the Farm Credit Adminis
tration, the Production Credit Associations, 
and private lending agencies) customarily en
gaged in making loans of a similar character 
at comparable rates for the area where such 
loan is proposed to be made]. The Secretary 
shall pay to the Corporation, currently as 
received by him, all moneys collected as pay
ments of principal and interest on the loans 
made from the amounts so advanced or col
lected upon any obligations held by the Cor
poration as security for such advances~ until 
amounts are fully repaid. The ru;nount of 
notes, debentures, bonds, or other such ob
ligations which the Corporation is authorized 
and empowered to Issue and to have out
standing at any one time under the provisions 
of law in force on the date this act takes 
effect is hereby "increased by an amount suf
ficient to carry out the provisions of this 
paragraph. 

None of the moneys appropriated or other
wise authorized under this caption ("Loans, 
grants, and rural rehabilltation") shall be 
used for ( 1) the purchase or leasing of land 
or for the carrying on of any land-purchase 
or land-leasing program; (2) the carrying on 
of any operations 1n collective farming, or 
cooperative :farming, or the organization, 
promotion, or management of homestead 
associations, land-leasing associations, land
purchasing associations, or cooperative land 
purchasing for colonies of rehabilitants or 
tenant purchasers, except for the liquidation 

as expeCUtiously as possible of any such proj
ects heretofore initiated; or (3) the making 
of loans to any Individual farmer In excess of 
$2,500; or (4) the making of loans to any 
cooperative association; or (5) the making of 
loans for the payment of dues to or the 
purchase of any share or stock interest in 
any cooperative association (except for medi
cal, rtental, or hospital services) or for any 
expenditure other than that deemed n~es
sary, in the discretion of the Administrator, 
for the production of agricultural com
modities. 

The Secretary of Agriculture may expend 
funds administered by him as trustee under 
the various transfer agreements with the 
several State rural rehabilitation corpora
tions only for purposes for which funds made 
available under this caption may be expended, 
and the limitations applicable to such funds 
shall also be applicable to the expenditure of 
such trust fUnds by the Secretary of Agricul
ture. 

The appropriation and authorizations 
herein made under the heading "Loans, 
grants, and rural rehabilitation,'' shall con
stitute the total amount to be available for 
obligation under this heading during the 
fiscal year 1944 and shall not be supplemented 
by funds from any source. 

No part of the appropriation herein made 
under the heading "Loans, grants, and rural 
rehabilitation" shall be available to pay the 
compensation of any person appointed in 
accordance with the civil-service laws. 

FARM TENANCY 

Amendment No. 127: Retains the House 
provision, with an amend,tnent shown 1n 
italic type in the following text: 

FARM TENANCY 

To enable the Secretary through the War 
Food Administration to carry into effect the 
provisions of title I of the Bankhead-Janes 
Farm Tenant Act, approved July 22, 1937 
(7 U. s. C., 100{}-1006), as follows: 

Salaries and expenses: For necessary ex
penses in connection with the making of loans 
under title I of the Bankhead-Janes Farm 
Tenant Act, approved July 22, 1937 (7 U. S. 
C., 100{}-1006), and the collection of moneys 
due the United states on account of loans 
heretofore made under the provisions of said 
act, including the employment of persons 
and means in the District of Columbia and 
elsewhere, exclusive of printing and binding 
as authorized by said act, $1,326,070. 

Loans: For loans to individual farmers in 
accordance with title I of the Bankhead-Janes 
Farm Tenant Act, approved July 22, 1937 (7 
U. S. C. 1000-1006), $30,000,000, which sum 
shall be borrowed from the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation at an interest rate of 
3 per centum per annum and which sum shall 
not be used for making loans under the terms 
of said Act for the purchase of farms of greater 
value than the average farm unit of thirty 
acres and more in the county, parish, or lo
cality in which such pmchase may be made, 
which value shall be determined solely ac
cording to statistics of the farm census of 
1940: Provided, That the amount which is 
available to any State or Territory for making 
loans under such title I shall be distributed 
by the Secretary, in accordance with rules 
prescribed by him, among the several coun
ties or parishes in such State or Territory, 
except that he shall not distribute to any 
such county or parish in excess Of two times 
the amount which would be distributed to 
such county or parish were the entire amount 
available to the State or Territory distributed 
among the several counties or parishes 1n 
such state or Territory on the basis of farm 
population and the prevalence Of tenancy, or 
an amount sufficient to make nat more than 
five loans in any 'one State or Territory, which
ever amount is the larger; and the Recon
struction Finance Corporation is hereby au
thorized and directed to lend such sum to 

the Secretary upon the security of any obli
gations o! borrowers from the Secretary under 
the provisions of title I of the Bankhead
Janes Farm Tenant Act, approved July 22, 
1937 (7 U. S. c. 1000-1006) : Provided, That 
the amount loaned by the,Reconstruction Fi
nance Corporation shall not exceed 85 per 
centum of the principal amount outstanding 
of the obligations constituting the security 
therefor: Provided further, That the Secretary 
may utilize proceeds from payments of princi
pal and interest on any loans made under 
such •title I to repay the Reconstruction Fi
nance Corporation the amount borrowed 
therefrom under the authority of this para
graph: Provided further, That the amount 
of notes, bonds, debentures, and other •such 
obligations which, the Reconstruction Finance 
Corptlration is authorized and empowered to 
issue and to ha.l[e outstanding at any one 
time under existing law is hereby ins:reased by 
an amount sufficient to carry out the provi
sions hereof. 

AMENDMENTS IN DISAGREEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House 
report the following amendments in dis
agreement: 
CONSERVATION AND USE OF AGRICULTURAL LAND 

RESOURCES 

Amendment No. 87: Strikes out the House 
language limiting the appropriation to pay
ments "for compliances With soil-building 
practices and water conservation practices 
under the Soil Conservation and Domestic 
Allotment Act, as amended" and inserts lan
guage making the appropriation available · 
"for compliance with programs under the 
Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, as 
amended, and the Act of February 29, 1936, 
as amended". etc. 

Amendment No. 88. incentive payments: 
Strikes the House provision prohibiting in
centive payments. 

Amendment No. 92: St~ikes out the House 
language limiting the program to soil-build· 
ing practices and soil- and water-conserva
tion practices, and inserts language ~rmit
ting a program of broader scope, giving more 
emphasis to the production o! rood by includ
ing practices not necessarily soil-building. 

Fetleral crop insurance 
Amendments Nos. 98 and 99, Federal crop 

insurance: Appropriat-es $7,818,748, instead of 
$3,500,000 as proposed by the House, and 
strikes out the House language providing for 
liquidation of the corporation. 

M. c. TARVER, 
CLARENCE CANNON, 
W. P. LAMBERTSON, 
EVERETT M. DmKSEN, 

ManageTs on the part of the House. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, there is 
no disagreement among the conferees in 
reference to. the items in the agricultoral 
appropriation bill which are disposed of 
in the conference report and so far as I 
know there is no objection to the confer
ence report. Unless some Member de
sires to ·discuss the matter, I move the 
previous question. 

Ttie previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the adoption ·of the con
ference report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Clerk will report the first amendment in 
disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
. An_cndment No. 87: Page 69, strike out 

lines 12 to 18, inclusive, and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: "to remain available 
until June 30, 1945, for compliance with pro
glams under the Agricultural Adjustment 
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Act of 1938, as amended, and the act of 
February 29, 1936, as amended, pursuant- to 
the provisions of the 1943 programs carried 
out during the period July 1, 1942, to De
cember 31, 1943, inclusive." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House further insist on its dis
agreement to Senate amendment num':' 
bered 87. I understand that the gen
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. FuL
ME'R] desires to offer a preferential mo
tion and I yield to him for that purpose. 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield the 
gentleman 5 minutes. 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to call the attention of the Members of 
the House that we are getting down to 
the time when we are trying to recess, 
and that we only have three amendments 
in disagreement. I cannot understand 
just why any Member would not want to 
agree to my motion. 

vVe have retained the $100,000,000, 
making the total amount $400,000,000. 
All the Senate amendment, which I am 
asking your concurrence in, does is to 
leave this money available through the 
p~riod 1945 to be used in connection with 
soil conservation, tied in with production. 
Why would you put the $100,000,000 in 
and then write in some language that 
might prevent using same? So I am 
hoping that we will have no trouble in 
agreeing to my motion so that the Sen
ate amendment, which ·is short and defi
nite, wlll be carried out 1n line with the 
purpose of the Soil Conservation and Do
mestic Act. That is, that it shall remain 
for the proper period so as to continue 
the program which has been running suc
cessfully for several years. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that is all I want 
to say at this time. I cannot understand 
why we should not agree to this Senate 
amendment, which is fair. I would like 
to make one further statement. In a 
great mimy instances during the past 
months, instead of the Congress doing 
something definite in the interest of be
ing helpful, what you have been doing 
is cutting ~lpropriations and putting in 
amendments to destroy programs and 
various agencies. If &nd when some of 
these agencies fail, which they are going 
to do, then where will the responsibility 
lie? You have not passed any legislation · 
and when these programs and agencies 
fail, the Congress will be held responsi
ble. If we cannot give them something 
definite, like I proposed in my bill, H. R. 
2837, giving definite power to the Food 
Administrator, then let us not by cutting 
appropriations and putting in amend
ments hamper various programs and 
what they are trying to do so that if 
and when they should fail, these agen
cies, along with the President, will not be 
in a position to put the blame on Con
gress. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope my motion will 
prevail. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
10 minutes to the gentleman from Illi
nois [Mr. DIRKSEN]. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ap
Pl'eciate that a feeling of fatigue has set.-

tied upon this deliberatiVe body. I am 
just as anxious to go home as any Mem
ber of this body; I am just as anxious to 
find a bit of respite and relaxation from 
what in all modesty I can say has been 
a rather arduous labor on the Appropria
tions Committee for the last 6 months. 
But no matter how inclement or hot the 
weather in Washington, and no matter 

• what fatigue of spirit and mind I may 
experience, it is not sufficiently impelling 
to sacrifice or to surrender the principle 
whi<!h I long ago espoused. 

The boys in Africa are fatigued, too, 
and the boys in the Pacific and the boys 
everywhere, yet they must carry out their 
duty even as we must carry out our legis-

_lative responsibility. 
So I find myself in disagreement with 

the preferential motion that was sub
mitted by the gentleman fr.om South 
C::trolina, and I do so simply because it 
is a matter of deep conviction. 

It is years now since I have been con
tending in the well of this House that 
the salvation of the American farmer is 
a substantial price in the open market 
place. That will mean a free agriculture 
that will mean a free farmer, who is th~ 
backbone of the country. I do not pro
pose now or at any other time to forsake 
that principle or to forsake that posi
tion, for any other decision will simply 
mean the alternative, namely, Govern
ment control. 

Perhaps it is not telling tales out of 
school to say that sometime in the course 
of this session the Secretary of Agri
culture appeared before one of the com
mittees of the House and, when the ques
tion was submitted as to why he did not 
let the farmer alone to obtain parity 
prices in the open market, by inference 
and almost expressly he stated that it 
would mean the losing of control of the 
American farmer. That is involved here 
now as it has been in every palliative that 
has ever been voted by this and by the 
other body. There can be no free and 
traditional agriculture unless there be 
free and uncontrolled farmers who are 
not held in dependency upon Federal aid. 
That means that there must be adequate 
prices. Palliatives such as here proposed 
are no substitute for adequate prices. 

Now it is proposed by the gentleman 
from South Carolina to strike the House 
language so that the funds that are car
ried in this bill can be used for purposes 
other than for soil compliances and wa
ter conservation practices. Those are 
things that run· to the soil, those are 
things that run to the enrichment of a 
natural resource. Everything else, of 
course, is on an individual basis in the 
form of a production payment or an in
centive payment. There is ample money 
in this bill for soil compliances; in fact, 
it would require only $200,000,000, yet on 
the basis of the vote of this body the other 
day there is $400,000,000 carried in this 
b1ll, but the money cannot be expended 
unless the House chooses today to vote 
down its earlier position and adopt the 
language whereby the money can be used 
for incentive and for production pay
mepts. 

I contended that there was no obliga
tion on the part of the Congress in this 

respect, and I went back to find the offi
cial document of the Agricultural Adjust
ment Administration which was issued on 
the 3d day of December 1942. I read 
you this language from this official docu
ment as indicated on page 36: 

The provisions of the 1943 program are 
necessarily subject to such legislation af
fecting said program as as the Congress of the 
United States may hereafter enact; the mak
ing of the payments herein provided are con
tingent upon such appropriation as the Con
gress ma,y hereafter provide for such pur
pose. 

That was as early as December 1942, 
when the program was first announced. 

On the 3d day of June 1943 there was 
~ summarization of the whole program 
in a very effective brochure, and there 
Et,gain on page 40 appears this language: 

The provisions of the 1943 program are 
necessarily subject to such legislation affect
ing said program as the Congress of the 
United States may hereafter enact; the 
making of the payments herein provided are 
contingent upon such appropriation as the 
Congress may hereafter provide for such 
purpose. 

There never was any question at any 
time in any of the official literature of 
the Department of Agriculture that this 
was a wholly contingent program. That 
is reason number one why I stand by the 
House position. 

Reason number two is this. Every 
quota on every commodity with the ex
ception of cotton has been suspended. 
Let me repeat that. Every quota on 
basic commodities with the exception of 
cotton has been suspended. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gentle
man from North Carolina. 

Mr. COOLEY. I think the gentleman 
is in error. Quotas are now in effect on 
tobacco, and it would be very unfortu
nate if those quotas were lifted. It would 
be calculated to completely destroy the 
food program for the Nation, because the 
farmers in our section of the country 
prefer to grow tobacco. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gentle
man from Minnesota. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Quotas 
are stiU in operation on corn, unless a 
farmer plants 90 percent of the war crop 
goals. 

Mr .. DIRKSEN. Of course, that is 
right, but I am speaking of the basic 
quotas on corn and wheat as contem
plated under the 1938 act. The lid has 
been taken off. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. The 
gentleman is mistaken on that. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. The gentleman is not 
mistaken. . The gentleman has for his 
authority the words of the Administra
tor of the Agricultural Adjustment 
Agency before our committee itself. The 
Agricultural Adjustment Act Adminis
trator has testified time and time again 
that those quotas has been taken off. I 
grant you, of course, that there has to 
be a 90 percent compliance with the so
called war quota, but I am speaking 
about the amount of corn that the 

I 
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farmer can raise or the amount of wheat 
that a farmer can raise if he is· disposed 
to do so. In that respect the gentleman 
from Illinois is correct. If this needs 
further argument, I respectfully refer 
any member of this House to pages 710, 
711, and 712 of the House hearings where 
the testimony of the Administrator can 
be found. I rely upon the record. 

Miss· SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gentle
woman from Illinois. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. One point 
that llas never been covered to II:lY satis
faction or never attempted to be cov
ered, as far as I can understand, and I 
think it is important, is whether the 
farmers themselves understood, first, 
that the Secretary of Agriculture had 
the authority to promise this payment 
and, second, whether they understood 
that it was contingent upon an appro
priation by the Congress that might not 
be made. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. The Secretary of Ag-
- riculture has stated that his authority 
is derived from the two basic acts, but has 
always stated at all times, in the press, 
over the radio, and through the instru
mentality of departmental bulletins, 
that it was always contingent upon ap
propriations hereafter to be made by the 
Congress. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman Yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 
Mr. COOLEY. In fairness, does not 

that situation obtain with regard to 
every other commitment which has been 
made in the past? Are not all of these 
commitments contingent upon the Con
gress, in good faith carrying out the 
commitments made by the Secretary? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. There are two dif
ferences. Let me point out what they 
are. The first is that at no time in 
the past have the quotas been taken 
off. The very purpose of acreage al
lotment payments was to offset dimin
ished acreage by a payment from the 
Treasury. The very purpose of the pay
ment was to secure compliance with the 
acreage plan. The quotas have now 
been lifted. The second difference lies 
in the fact that under Executive order, 
every payment made hereunder will be 
credited in determining parity prices 
under the Price Act. In one moment we 
tell the farmer that here is a payment 
on a limited amount of your crop. In 
the next breath we say that it will be
deducted from a determination of parity 
prices on his whole crop. Do you con
sider that a service to the farmer? 

So, first of all, this was contingent; 
second, the quotas have been suspended; 
third, this is a palliative which has been 
repudiated by the House on several oc
casions only last week. Finally, it does 
not run to the soil. It does not enrich a 
natural resource. The other thing is this, 
and I point this out particularly to the 
gentleman from North Carolina, under 
the directive issued by the President of . 
t~e United States, which was the provoca-

tion for the introduction of the Bankhead 
bill, the President said that in determin
ing ceiling price for a commodity, every 
payment made to the farmer would be 
deducted for the purpose of that calcula
tion. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Is that still in? 
Mr. DIRKSEN. That is, by Presiden

tial fiat. Of course, they undertook to 
undo it by means of the Bankhead 'bill, 
but as the gentleman will remember, it 
failed in the Senate in overriding the 
veto. 

So these payments will be deducted. 
So what good do they do? If we are 
going to be consistent in the position we 
took last week, then the thing to do is to 
vote down the preferential motion oi the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
FuLMER] under wl1ich he proposes that 
the House recede from its earlier and 
very consistent position. 

I can only reaffirm the position which 
I have consistently tak.en for a long time. 
Pay the farmer for those practices which 
enrich and conserve the soil. That is 
fair and proper. That conserves and 
rebuilds a great natural resource. 

Thereafter g:ve him the fullest meas
ure of freedom in operating his land. 
Assure him a fair ·price for his products 
and he will do the rest. The whole his
tory of farm production stands as elo
quent testimony to the capacity, there
sourcefulness, the patriotism, and the 
diligence of the American farm in pro
ducing food and fiber. He needs no bu
reaucratic control from Washington. 

Yet her-e are these ever present lures 
of small payments as a substitut-e for 
adequate prices. Every payment has a 
string to it. That -is the string of Fed
eral control. 

None of them will serve as a substitute 
for good prices in the open market place. 
As Governor Townsend, the A. A. A. Ad~ 
ministrator expressed it to the commit
tee: The g.t:eatest incentive in the world 
is a good big price. You cannot beat it. 

Is it not high time that we forsake 
these efforts to control the farmer and 
give him the fUllest measure of freedom 
to work out his own destiny. He will do 
n because he has always done it. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Illinois has again expired. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. COOLEY]. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, as I un
derstand the present situation, if this 
House is to be consistent, we must vote 
for the Fulmer motion because just last 
week the House approved $400,000,000 for 
the purpose of redeeming the good faith 
of the Government to the extent that the 
good faith of the Government was in
volved in these commitments. The very 
adroit argument made by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN] would lead 
this House to believe that the proposition 
of subsidies is involved here. A subsidy, 

as it is usually understood, is not here 
involved. These payments are made 
under the provisions of the Soil Conser
vation and Domestic Allotment Act, and 
this Congress authorized the Secretary of 
Agriculture to make the commitments. 
Now, in good faith, the Congress ought 
to direct the Secretary to carry out the 
commitments he has made. By calling 
it a subsidy the opposition hopes to bring 
the proposition into disrepute because 
subsidies at the present time ·appear to 
be in the "doghouse,'' so far as Congress 
is concerned. There is but one outstand
ing thing involved in this matter, and 
that is the good faith of the Government 
and the morale of our farmers. The· 
payments are being made under the Soil 
Conservation Act which· the Congress 
passed. I have never regarded these 
payments as subsidies. The payments 
are for the purpose of encouraging an 
improvement of the topsoil of the agri
cultural lands of America which will 
inure to the benefit of generations yet 
unborn. It is a national investment in 
the greatest national resource. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 
Speaker, will-the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COOLEY. I yield. 
Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. The 

gentleman knows that the Solicitor for 
the Department of Agriculture has held 
that this soil conservation money can be 
used for incentive or subsidy payments? 

Mr. COOLEY. Well, you can call it in
centive or supsidy or whatever you want 
to call it. It is payment for compliance, 
and compliance means the diversification 
of crops. 

Mr. FULMER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. COOLEY. I yield. 
Mr. FULMER. In the very next sec

tion we take care of that.· I propose to 
offer an amendment that not one dime 
of this money can be used for incentive 
payments. That ought to be satisfactory 
to every Member of the House. 

Mr. COOLEY. I am serious about this~ 
I think that in good faith we ought to · 
keep these commitments. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr .. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COOLEY. I yietd. 
Mr. WHITTINGTON. If the Fulmer 

motion is adopted, it will result in sub
stantially the same payments being mi.de 
for compliance for soil improvement as 
have been made in previous years under 
the A. A. A. program? 

Mr. COOLEY. The gentleman is en
tirely correct. We certainly should pro
vide the money without any restrictions 
upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman has expired. 

Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, there .is a 
question of principle involved here, and 
the House should understand very 
clearly the· question that is involved. 

The motion to recede and concur in 
the Senate amendment is an amend
ment to permit the Government to carry 
out the commitment which the farmer 
understood was made by the Govern-
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ment when he, the farmer, signed up 
last fall for the 1943 crop year. 

If Members are confused about this, 
and vote to renege on that agreement, 
they will have much explaining to do. 
Let me illustrate: 

I have a letter from a farmer who 
plants winter wheat. He had to decide 
before he planted his wheat what his 
1943 crop plans would be. He had then 
to decide whether he would sign up on 
the 1943· triple-A program. He did de
cide. He decided to shift some of his 
winter wheat crop land to other crops 
more wanted in the war effort. To do 
this, he had to buy some equipment for 
handling crops other than wheat. He 
borrowed money at the bank to do so. 
He counted, .he still counts on the Gov
ernment making good to him the 
promise of certain A. A. A. payments if 
he farmed in compliance with his agree
ment. 

Now this winter wheat farmer has 
kept his part of the bargain. He is not 
in position to change the bargain if he 
wanted to. Certainly it is unfair if the 
Government, now through Congress, 
says it will not permit the appropria
tions already agreed upon to be used to 
carry out the bargain. 

The gentleman from Illinois has raised 
the point that quotas were lifted for 
wheat and corn. That is beside the 
point. The quotas were lifted-but not 
until after that farmer planted his 
wheat. They were lifted along in Jan
uary and February ai\d this farmer had 
to plant his winter wheat months before 
that. I am advised that for the farmers 
who produce 70 percent of our national 
wheat crop the lifting of quotas came too 
late for them to increase their wheat 
acreage. 

Now do not be confused. 
The proposal to permit the funds to be 

used for crop adjustment payments is 
nothing new. The only new thing • to 
propose that the money be not used for 
such a purpose. Under the Soil Conser
vation Act of 1936 and the Farm Act of 
1938, money has been payable for two 
types of compliance-soil and water con
servation practices and crop adjustment 
programs. 

If the Congress wants to say that in 
the future, on crops not yet pl.anted, for 
crop years not yet planned and com
mitted, the funds shall not be used to 
pay for anything except strict soil and 
water conservation practices, that would 
be another matter. But the proposal 
before us is to make such a · proposition 
retroactive. 

Keep this fact clearly in mind: the 
purposes for which the money would be 
payable under the Senate amendment 
are the purposes for which the money 
has been payable for at least the past 
4 years, conservation and crop adjust
ment. 

The confusion, if any, comes about 
because of the talk about an incentive 
payment program that came along in 
February. About 100 million dollars of 
new money was asked for that, and the . 

subcommittee turned the request down. 
They did it at their first meeting, I un
derstand, by a vote of 6 to 1. Very prop
erly they announced their action at the 
time so that the Department of Agricul
ture and the farmers would be on notice. 
But they did not then, and never after
ward served notice on the farmers that 
the 1943 crop contracts presented in the 
fall, signed up in December, and acted 
upon by the farmers, like the wheat 
farmer I have cited, would be changed 
or the bases for payment changed. 

If you want to change the rules for 
next year, that is all right if you do it 
in advance. If you want to reaffirm the 
committee's action on incentive pay
ments, that is not going to violate the 
contract I have cited. But on the mat
ter now pending, keep 'faith. Do not 
change the rules on payment after the 
farmer has planted his crop and op
erated his farm on the terms announced 
to him last December. 

Under permission granted by the 
House, I include the following letter and 
tables supplied by the Department of 
Agriculture: 

UNITED STATES. 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 

AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT 
ADMINISTRATION, 

Washington, p. C. 
Hon. FRANCIS CASE, 

House of Representatives. 
DEAR MR. CASE: In compliance with your 

request by telephone June 29, 1943, we are 
submitting some information regarding the 
commitments of the Department of Agricul
ture on 1943 program payments to farmers 
for the production of war crops and for carry
ing out son-·conservation practices. 

The original 1943 program of the Agricul
tural Adjustment Agency, has announced and 
presented to farmers in the fall of 1942, 
provlded allotments for the 1943 crops of 
corn, wheat, cotton, tobacco, rice, and pea
nuts, and payments for planting within such 
allotments. These allotment payments which 
were in addition to the soil-conservation prac
tice payments, were subject to appropriations 
by Congress and were contingent upon the 
planting of specified adapted crops urgently 
needed in the war effort. That -is, the al
lotment payment would be made if u·_:J farm 
devoted a certain amount of land to the 
production of war crops, such as soybeans, 
flax, potatoes, peanuts, hemp, etc. 

As -the war progressed and more informa
tion became available on the requirements 
for our armed forces, allies, and for the re
habilitation of people in occupied countries, 
it was found necessary to modify the pro
visions of the original program to obtain 
increased production of wheat and corn. 

On January 8, 1943, the limitations on the 
planting of corn were removed and on Feb
ruary 23, 1943, marketing quotas and allot
ment recreations were removed from the 
1943 wheat crop. 

At the time winter wheat was planted in 
the fall of 1942, these original provisions 
were in effect and almost all of the winter
wheat farmers complied with them by plant
ing within their allotments. For these farm
ers who produce about 70 percent of the 
Nation's wheat, the modifications in the pro
gram came too late for them to increase their 
1943 wheat acreage. 

Marketing quotas and allotment restric
tions are still in effect for the 1943 crops or 
cotton and tobacco, and the performance of 

farmers with respect to these two crops as 
well as winter wheat was in good faith and 
the commitments of the Government ap
pear to be valid since they were in accordance 
with the laws under which tlle farm pro
grams are administered. 

The removal of limitations on the planting 
of corn and spring wheat before planting 
time made it necessary for us to provide 
measures to obtain the urgently needed 
acreages of war crops which would have to 
compete with corn and spring wheat. 

The difficulty of obtaining the desired pro
duction of war crops in the Corn Belt and 
in the spring wheat area was intensified by 
the removal of limitatior..s on the planting 
of wheat and corn which are more profitable 
than the adapted war crops. About 90 per
cent of soybeans and approximately 50 per
cent of canning crops are produced in the 
Corn Belt and almost all of the flax is pro
duced in the spring wheat area. 

The 1943 program as finally determined 
contemplated the expenditure of about $400,-
000,000 to farmers for production of these 
needed war crops and for carrying out soil
conservation practices. 

This amount, after deductions for admin
istrative expenses, naval stores, and insular 
division, was to have been divided about 
equally between payments for conservation 
practices and payments to assist farmers in 
shifting crops urgently needed for the war 
effort. War crop goals have been established 
on approximately 80 percent of the more 
than 6,000,000 farms in the country. 

The commitments of the Government as 
presented to farmers provided that the pay
ment, which otherwise would have been 
made for planting within allotments, would 
be made if farmers who sigl}.ed a farm plan 
planted at least 90 percent of the total war 
crop goal established for the farm. 

The amount of this payment for each farm 
was to have been equal to the payment which 
otherwise would have been computed on the 
allotments of corn, wheat, cotton, tobacco, 
rice, and peanuts. The intent of this pay
ment was to partially compensate farmers 
for the smaller returns they would receive 
from the war crops. 

In almost every instance, a considerably 
less return per acre is received from the war 
crops than is obtained from the competing 
crops of corn, wheat, cotton, etc. This fact 
is illustrated in tables I, II, and IIa, in 
which comparisons of gross returns per acre 
are shown for corn and soybeans, corn and 
flax, and for wheat and flax. We would like 
to point out that the gross returns from the 
war crop. are less than from the compating 
crop in all States for which data are shown. 

The high degree of participation by farmers 
in the 1943 program indicates that they ha·ra 
responded to the commitments of the Gov
ernment with respect to these payments. 
The extent of thelr participation is shown in 
table III in which the indicated 1943 acre
ages of some of the urgently needed crops 
are compared with the 1942 acreages of such 
crops. The 1943 acreage of flax is 29 percent 
greater than the 1942 acreage. The soybean 
acreage is up 18.5 percent; potatoes, 13.6 
percent; dry edible beans, 16.2 percent; dry 
field peas, 35 percent; and peanuts, 12.5 per
cent. 

We would like to assure you that we appre
ciate this opportunity of supplying you with 
this information. If we can be of further 
service, please call on us. 

Very truly yours, 
LEROY K. SMITH, 

Director, North Central Division. 
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TABLE I.-Comparison of gross returns per 

acre from corn and soybeans 

[Yield shown in busheL~] 

Corn 
1 

Soybeans Ditie_r- ~'!t 

era~o~ soy
of corn bean 

Y" ld 1 Cash y · ld 1 Cash (2) _ value 
le value 2 Ie value a (4) ls of 

corn 

State 

(1) (2) 

IlL...... 47. 6 $49. 98 
Ind_______ 43. 4 45. 57 
Iowa_____ 48.9

1

51.34 
Minn_____ 39. 6 41. 58 
Mo_______ 27.8 :Z9.19 
Ohio..... 44. 4 46. 62 

(3) (4) (5) 

21. 2 $39. 22 $10. 76 
17. 0 31. 45 14. 12 
19. 1 35. 34 16. 00 
15. 7 29. 04 12. 54 
12. 2 22. 57 6. 62 
19. 0 35. 15 11. 47 

(6) 

78 
69 
69 
70 
77 
75 

1 Yields for both corn and soybeans represent the 
£37-41 wei~hted avcr::~gc. 
2 Cash value of corn determined on basis of $1.05 per 

b~s~~sh value of soybeans determined on basis of loan 
ate of $1.85 per bushel. 

TABLE !I.--Comparison of gross returns per 
acre jmm corn and flax 

!Yield shown in bushels] 

Com Flax Differ- Per-
ence in cent 

flax favor of value State Yield Va!ue2 Yield Value 3 corn is of (2)-(4) corn 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) 

Iowa ____ 48.9 $51.34 
Minn____ 39. 6 41. 58 
S. Dak.t_ 19. 2 20.16 

10. ·a ~28. 51 
9. 9 26.93 
7.0 18.83 

~22.83 
14.65 

1. 33 

56 
65 
93 

t All data for districts 3 and 6, in which most of the 

fla2x~~f~~~feom determined on basis of $1.05 per bushel. 
a value of flax determined on basis of local Joan rates. 

TABLE IIa.--Comparison of gross returns per 
acre from wheat and. flax 

[Yield shown in bushels] 

Wheat Flax Differ- Per-
1----~---1·---.----lwcein ~~ 

favor of value 
State . ield a! 8 wheat . f Yteld 1 Value2 Y tV ue (2)-(4) w~~at 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) 

Mont.__ 11. 4 $15. 60 4. 4 $12. C4 $2. 96 81 
N. Dak. 10.3 14.01 4. 3 12. 26 1. 75 88 

1 Yields for both wheat and flax represent the 1937-41 
weighted average. 

2 Value of wheat determined on basis of $1.36 at Minne
apolis. 

a Value of flax determined on basis of $2'.85 at Minne
apolis. 

TABLE III.-Planted acreages of some urgently 
needed crops with 1943 and 1942 ~com
parisons 

Com ____________ _ 

Flax .. ___ ---------
Soybeans ___ ------
Potatoes ________ --
Beans, dry edible. 
Peas, dry field ___ _ 
Peanuts _________ _ 

1942 
planted 

acres 

91,011,000 
4, 691,000 

10,762,000 
2, 793,000 
2, 135,000 

501, ()00 
4, 647,000 

Indicated 
1943 

planted 
acres 

96,827,000 
6,051,000 

12,750, coo 
3, 174,000 
2, 480,000 

677,000 
5,230,000 

1943 
planted 
acres as 

percent of 
1942 

planted 
acres 

106.4 
129.0 
118. 5 
113. (j 
116.2 
135.1 
112.5 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. HOPE]. 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, I think the 
tundamental issue here was well stated 

- / 

by the gentleman from South Dakota 
[Mr. CAsEl. That issue is whether the 
Federal Government will carry out the 
commitments which it has made to the 
farmers of this country. 

It is true that commitments which the 
Department of Agriculture may make in 
advance of appropriations are subject to 
whatever action Congress may take in 
making the appropriation. That is true 
m the case of every appropriation we 
make. The men in the Army of the 
United States getting $50 a month do not 
get their pay unless we appropriate the 
money; we take them into the Army, we 
tell them they will get $50 a month, but 
if we fail to appropriate the money they 
will not get it. 

There has been as much of a commit
ment in connection with the payment of 
those sums of money to farmers for 
carrying out their part of the farm pro
gram as there could possibly be in con
nection with any dealings which the Fed
eral Government has with its citizens. 
These farmers who signed up in our pres
ent farm program understood when they 
signed up that there were to be certain 
definite payments made. They had every 
reason to believe these commitments 
would be kept. For years these promises 
and agreements had been made and kept 
on the part of the Federal Governm~nt. 

Mr. BROWN of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield 

Mr. HOPE. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. BROWN of Georgia. Is it not true 

that the Department of Agriculture was 
authorized under the law to make these 
commitments? 

Mr. HOPE. The Department of Agri
culture is authorized, under the Triple A 
Act of 1938, to make commitments, just 
as fully as any Government agency is 
authorized to make any commitments. 

There is a provision still in conference 
which states that for next year these 
commitments are not to be made. That 
is aU right. I am in favor of not making 
comitments for another year, but there 
we serve notice in advance; we modify 
the fundamental law in that particular; 
but as long as we have that law on the 
statute books authorizing commitments 
to be made and as long as the Secretary 
of Agriculture, acting under that law, has 
gone out and made these commitments, 
as long as farmers have signed up con
tracts relying on those assurances, then I 
say that in good faith we ought to go 
ahead and appropriate the money. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time 
of the gentleman from Kansas has ex
pired. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield the 
gentleman 2 additional minutes. 

Mr. HOPE. \Ve really passed on that 
question last week· when we agreed to the 
Senate amendment increasing the 
amount of the appropriation from $3GJ,
OOO,OOO to $400,000,000. 

It will not take anything like $400,-
000,000 to make practice payments; it 
will take less than $2o-o;ooo.ooo. The re
mainder of the money can be used only 
for making the regular triple A payments. 
I am satisfied that when a majority of the 
House voted to increase the amount they 
meant that these triple A payments 
should be made. The fact that on a later 

vote the purpose for which the $400,· 
000,000 could be used was limited to prac
tice payments indicates that some Mem
bers misunderstood the issue on which. 
they were voting and the purpose for 
which the increase was made. 

Mr. LECOMPTE. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOPE. I yield, 
Mr. LECOMPTE. What is the other 

payment to be made except soil conserva
tion payments? 

Mr. HOPE. The payment which is 
made to farmers who comply with the 
program, such as adjusting their acre
age of the basic crops-and. planting the 
required acreage of war crops. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman from Kansas has 
expired. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to th.e gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. FULMER]. 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Speaker, may I 
state for the information of the Mem
bers of the House that the next amend
ment to be voted on is "!tmendment No. 
88. I propose to move. to recede and con
cur with the following amendment: 

In lieu of the language stricken by the 
amendment insert: Provided no part of said 
appropriation or any other appropriation 
carried in this bill shall be used for an in
centive payment as defined in House Docu
ment 101, Seventy-eighth Congress, first ses
sion. 

This amendment should be satisfac
tory and I am going to ask your approval 
of same. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
gentleman from Georgia is recognized 
for 10 minutes. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, one 
thing in which I am interested in con
n~tion with this subject matter is that 
w~ if possible perfect a bill for trans
mission to the President before the end 
of the fiscal year. We have now reached 
the point where the two houses have 
agreed upon every matter of controversy 
contained in the bill with the exception 
of the limitations upon the use of the 
$400,000,000, upon the amount ·of which 
both Houses have agreed, for soil con
servation and production payments; and 
the matter of the Federal Crop Insur
ance Corporation appropriation which 
is still in dispute. Everything else with 
the exception of these two subject mat
ters has been agreed to by both Houses, 
and if it is possible for this House with
out doing violence to any conscientious 
convictions that its membership may 
entertain to agree to a procedure which 
will result in an agreement and in the 
sending of the bill to the President, I 
would be very glad for that end to be 
achieved. 

I offered the motion to further insist 
upon ow· disa~eement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 87. 
There are three amendments in dis· 
agreement which relate to this $400,000,· 
000 which Congress by action of both 
Houses proposed to make available for 
soil conservation payments and pro-: 
duction payments. We are now consid· 
ering the first one. The second one will 
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be the limitation imposed V{hen the bill 
was in the House with relation to the 
making of incentive payments. There 
is still a third amendment, No. 92, 
by which the Senate undertook to strike 
out language which was included in the 
House bill which would limit the pro
gram for next year to soil conservation 
and water conservation benefits, and the 
over-all amount ·of the commitments 
that can be made next year to $300,000,-
000. 

I made the motiol'l on behalf of the 
committee because it represented the 
views of a majority of the committee 
that the House further insist upon its 
disagreement to Senate amendment 
numbered 87, but I think that factor does 
not preclude me from stating to you 
what I think would be a fair basis of 
compromise for the positions of the tWo 
Houses; The other days, as you will 
recall, thi:s House voted by a majority of 
10 not to recede from its disagreement 
to Senate amendment numbered· 87. 

· l'he Senate yesterday;voting on the same 
quest·ion, insisted upon its position, with 
only tlV'o Senators voting to the contrary. 
So you will· observe that a tremendously 
greater majority of the Senate is insist
ing upon the Senate provision than there 
is of the House insisting upon the House 
position. The House was almost evenly 
divided. 

I think a fair compromise of this mat
ter would be to recede from our disagree
ment to Senate amendment numbered 
87, to recede with the amendment 
offered by Mr. FuLMER and concur in 
Senate amendment numbered 88, and 
then to insist upon our position with 
regard to Sen-ate amendment numbered 
92. If you do that, I have assurances 
that the Senate will then recede on 
amendment numbered 92, which is the 
amendment that limits the program for 
the next year. If you take these actions, 
the effect will be that you will permit 
this program of the Secretary announced 
last fall to be carried out in accordance 
with his commitments for the present 
year. At the same time you will serve 
notice you will limit his authority for the 
next year by this language stricl{en out 
by Senate amendment numbered 92. 
You will serve notice on the farmers of 
the country that next year they will not 
be able to get the same types of payments 
they got heretofore, that they will not be 
able to get any type of payments except 
for soil-conservation and water-conser
vation practices. 

That, in my judgment, is all right so 
far as next year is concerned. But so far 
as this year is concerned when the Sec
retary of Agriculture under the authority 
of law, section 16 of the Domestic Allot
ment and Soil Conservation Act, has 
committed the Government up to $400,-
000,000 for the types of payment that 
have been made heretofore and which 
were contemplated this year, and after 
the farmers have executed their farm 
plans accepting the proposal of the Sec
retary, I do not think it is good con
science to repudiate that obligation. 
Next year, all right, we have the right to 
make such plans and StlCh limitations as 
we deem proper for next year. 

The gentleman from Illinois referred 
to this a~ a matter of principle. It is a 
matter of principle with me. I think the 
Government of the United States ought 
to comply with its promises to everybody 
to whom it makes promises or to whom 
any official of the Government makes 
promises by authority of law and no 
question has ever been raised by anyone, 
so-far as I know, but that the Secretary 
of Agriculture had the authority of .Jaw 
to make the promises that he made on 
December 5, 1942, to the farmers of this 
country .to make to them certain types 
of payments, and I say we ought to make 
good on them. 

We should then limit the program for 
the next fiscal year · by insisting upon .the 
language which the senate struck out in 
amendment numbered 92. You talk 
about incentive payments. I do not know 
w:t'lether anyone has a clear idea of what 

-an incentive payment is or not, but on . 
page 734 of. the hearings there is ·a state:
ment in detail of the type of payments 
which it is intended to make out of this 
$400,000,000 which the House Janguage 
might not allow to be made. In other 
words, the House, if its position should 
continue as it has been, would be taking 
an attitude .of appropriating the money, 
then refusing to allow the payments to 
be made if a narrow definition of "in
centive payments" should be adopted. 
The Secretary's plan provides for the 
payment on cotton oft$77,223,000, to corn 
$50,293,000, to wheat $59,884,000, and to 
tobacco and other crops in stated 
amounts as you will observe from reading 
the hearings. These payments have 
been promised by the Secretary of Agri
culture under authority of law to the 
producers of these various commodities 
throughout the United States and it 
seems to me that we would not be acting 
in good falth to repudiate his promise. 

I hope, therefore, that the motion of
fered by the gentleman from South Caro
lina. [Mr. FuLMER] to recede and concur 
in Senate amendment numbered 87 will 
prevail.· I expect to vote for it myself, 
and I expect to vote for his motion with 
regard to Senate amendment No. 88 to 
recede and concur with an amendment 
which will prohibit the payment of in
centive payments of the type which were 
estimated for in House Document No. 
101. Let us not make any mistake; it 
was House Document No. 101 that the 
committee refused to approve. House 
Document No. 101 and the $100,000,000 
which was estimated therein is not in this 
bill and never has been in this bill, so that 
if we adopt the motion which the gentle
man from South Carolina has offered 
with reference to Senate amendment 
numbered 88, it will prohibit the making 
from this fund of incentive payments as 
described in that House document. 

Just what is an incentive payment?' If 
you pay a man to terrace his farm or to 
improve his farm, is that an incentive 
payment? It is open to some difference 
of opinion, but, at any rate, if you take 
these actions you will take what has been 
the viewpoint of the majority of the 
House and you will enable the farmers of 
the oountry to receive the money that 
has been promised to them, at the same 
time you will limit the program for next 

year so that nothing but soil-conserva
tion and water-conservation payments 
can be made for the next year. I want to 
heartily approve the nonpartisan argu
ments which have been advanced from 
both sides of the aisle by members of the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time 
of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 1 additional minute. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. HoPE], than whom there is 
no more loyal friend of agriculture in the 
House, has advocated concurring in the 
motion offered by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, and on the Democratic 
side the gentleman from South Carolina -
[Mr. FuLMER], chairman of the Commit
tee on Agriculture, is supported ·bY his 
Democratic -colleagues. It seems to me 
that there is every good reason, especially -
in view of the-fact we are approaching the · 
end of the :flsca,l year and that ·the Senate 
has yielded to us on many important -
items in this bill, that we ought to be able · 
to agree to the motion offered by the · 
chairman of the Committee on Agrieul- · · 
ture, settle this matter once and for all -
and get this bill out of the way and send 
it down to the White House. · 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time 
pf the gentlem~n has expired. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from Minne
sota [Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN]. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, will· the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I yield 
to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. TABER. Is it not -about time that 
we stop the Department of Agriculture 
from making promises in advance on 
something where the money is not appro
priated? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I can 
subscribe to that statement. Too many 
commitments have been made not only 
by the Department of Agriculture but 
also other Federal officials before these 
officials came to the Congress to secure 
consent for what they did. Then they 
try to bind us not only on their domes
tic commitments but also on commit
ments made to foreign countries. 

I think the best service we could per
form here today would be to shake loose 
the dependency of the farmers upon the 
United States Treasury. The farmers do 
not want money out of the United States 
Treasury, they do not want subsidies, nor 
do they want incentive payments. 

We all believe in soil conservation, and 
the money that is provided in this act 
should be used exactly for that purpose. 
We know that if the funds are approved 
without the House amendment the Sec
retary of Agriculture and his Solicitor 
will rule that they can use the mor~cY for 
incentive or subsidy or any other type of 
payment. The farmers do not want this 
money. They want fair and decent 
prices at the market places and they 
want to be free from bureaucratic domi
nation from Washington. We can per
form that service today. I do not know 
of a single farmer who feels that a com
mitment has been made to him for funds 
out of the United States Treasury. 

r 
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Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
g~ntleman yield? 

Mr. AUGUST H: ANDRESEN. I yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. DffiKSEN. When Governor 
Townsend, the Administrator, was be
fore the committee I asked this question: 
"What in your judgment, Governor, is 
the best incentive for securing produc
tion?" His answer was, "A good big 
price. You cannot beat it." 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. The 
farmers are well satisfied with the prices 
they are receiving today, and they will 
gladly waive any payment that they 
might receive as an incentive or subsidy 
from the United S~ates Treasury. Let us 
vote to make the farmers free, and give 
them a square deal in the market place 
for the things they produce. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. PACE]. 

Mr. PACE. Mr. Speaker, last Friday 
we had up the Commodity Credit Corpo
ration bill to prohibit subsidies. That 
prohibition was approved by a large ma
jority of the Congress. But do you know 
what you did? You wrote in there, al
though the subsidies had never been 
authorized by law, that any commitments 
which had been made up to the time of 
the passage of the act should be carried 
out. 

I am asking you here today to take 
care of the farmers who acted on this 
handbook which was distributed to them 
months ago. You did the honorable 
thing last~riday and ~ believe you are 
going to do the honorable thing now. 
You said last Friday, "Those subsidies · 
were not authorized by law. We are 
against them. But we hereby.· authorize 
you to carry out any commitments you 
have made up to the time of the passage 
of this act." -That is exactly what the 
gentleman from South Carolina is ask
ing you today, to carry out the commit
ments that have been made up to this 
time, and then say later in this bill that 
you are not· going to do it any more. 

You noticed in the correspondence be
tween Chester Davis and the President 
yesterday that Mr. Davis said he had 
the farm program for 1944 in shape 
where it could be announced on the 15th 
day of July. That is the program for 
next year. T"nis year's program was 
worked out I~st June, July, and August, 
and in the fall it was announced to the 
farmers. , 

I say to you, I believe you should feel 
as I feel, you being the keeper of your 
conscience as I am the keeper of mine, 
that we owe it to the farmers of this 
Nation, having permitted the program to 
be announced and told them, for in
stance, that for each bushel of wheat 
they produce they will receive a pay
ment of 9.2 cents provided they produce 
certain war· crops, which they have 
planted and which they are producing 
today. I say we cannot escape it. I do 
not like it. I do not like it a bit, because 
they are going to take that 9 c_ents away 
from him when he goes to sell his wheat, 
unless we can change the program; but 
at this hour I have some hope that within 
30 days we will change that situation and 
that 9 cents will not be deducted from 
the market price. 

Above everything else, I ask you today 
to do no more than you did last Friday 
when you protected the canners and 
packers on any commitments which have 
been made on subsidies. How can you 
escape the responsibility of protecting 
every farmer in this Nation on the com
mitment that was made to them, not 3 
weeks ago, but months and months ago? 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the preferential motion 
offered by the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. FULMER] to recede and 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

The· question was taken; and on a 
division (demanded by Mr. DIRKSEN) 
there were-ayes 92, noes 112. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I de
mand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was. taken; and there 

were-yeas 197, nays 174, not voting 60, 
as follows: 

Abernethy 
Allen, La. 
Andersen, 

H. Carl 
Anderson. 

N.Mex. 
Barrett 
Beckworth 
Bland 
Bonner 
Boy kin 
Bradley, Pa. 
Brooks 
Brown, Ga. 
Bryson 
Bulwinkle 
Burch, Va. 
Burchill, N.Y. 
Burdick 
Camp 
Cannon, Fla. 
Carlson, Kans. 
Case 
Celler 
Chapman 
Clark 
Coffee 
Colmer 
Cooley 
Cooper 
Costello 

. Courtney 
Cox 
Cravens 
Creal 
Crosser 
Cullen 
Cunningham 
Curley 
Curtis 
D'Alesandro 
Davis 
Dawson 
Delaney 
Dickstein 
D:es 
Dilweg 
Din g ell 
Domengeaux 
Dough ton 
Drewry 
Eberharter 
Elliott 
Feighan 
Fernandez 
F !Eher 
Flannagan 
Fogarty 
Forand 
Fulbright 
Fulmer 
Gale 
Gathings 
Gavagan 
Gibson 
Gilchrist 
G1111e 
Gordon 

[Roll No. 115] 
YEAB-197 

Gore 
Gorski 

'Gossett 
Grant, Ala. 
Green 
Gregory 
Hagen 
Hare 
Harless, Ariz. 
Harris, Ark. 
Harris, Va. 
Hart 
Hays 
Heffernan 
Hendricks 
Hill 
Hobbs 
Hoch 
Hoeven 
Holmes, Wash. 
Hope 
Hull 
Jackson 
Jerman 
JohnEOn, 

J.Leroy 
Johnson, 

Lyndon B. 
.Johnson, Okla. 
Kee 
Kefauver 
Kelley 
Kennedy 
Keogh 
Kerr 
Kirwan 
Klein 
Lane 
Lanham 
Larcade 
Lea 
Lemke 

• Lesinski 
Lynch 
MG_Cord 
McCormack 
McGehee 
McGranery 
McKenzie 
McMillan 
McMurray 
Madden 
Magnuson 
Mahon 

_ Maloney 
Manaeco 
Mansfield, 

Mont. 
Marcantonio 
Martin, Iowa 
Miller, Nebr. 
Mills 
Monroney 
Mundt 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Murray, Tenn. 
Myers 

N~wsome 
Norrell 
Norton 
O'Brien, Mich. 
O'Connor 
O'Konski 
Outland 
Pace 
Patman 
Patton 
Peterson, Fla. 
Peterson, Ga. 
Pfeifer 
Poage 
Price 
Priest 
Rabaut 
Ramspeck 
Randolph 
Rankin 
Richards 
Robertson 
Robinson, Utah 
Bobsion, Ky. 
R ogers, Calif. 
Rowan 
Sa bath 
Sadowski 
Sasscer 
Satterfield 
Sauthoff 
Sikes 
Smith, Va. 
Smith, W.Va. 
Snyder 
Sparkman 
Spence 
Starnes, Ala. 
Steagall 
Stefan 
Stewart 
Stockman 
Sullivan 
Sumner, Til. 
Sumners, Tex. 
Talle 
Tarver 
Thomas, Tex. 
Thomason 
Vincent, Ky. 
Voorhis, Calif. 
Walter 
Ward 
Weaver 
Weiss 
Wene 
Whelchel, Ga. 
White 
Whitten 
Whittington 
Wickersham 
Winstead 
Woodrum, Va. 
Worley ~> 
Wright 
Zimmerman 

NAYB-174 
Allen, Til. Graham 
Anderson, call! Grant, Ind. 
Andresen, Griffiths 

August H. Gross 
Andrews Gwynne 
Angell Hale 
Arends Hall, 
Arnold Leonard W. 
Auchincloss Halleck 
Baldwin, Md. Hancock 
Beall Harness, Ind. 
Bell Heidinger 
Bender Herter 
Bennett, Mich. Hess 
Bennett, Mo. HinshaV{ 
Bishop Hoffman 
Blackney Holmes, Mass. 
Bolton Horan 

· Boren Howell 
Brehm Jeffrey 
Brown, Ohio Jenkins 
Buffett Jennings 
Busbey Jensen 
Butler Johnson, 
Canfield Anton J. 
Ca~on, Mo. Johnson, 
Carson, Ohio Calvin D. 
Carter Johnson, Ind. 
Chenoweth Jones 
Chiperfield Jonkman 
Church Judd 
Clason Kean 
Clevenger Kearney 
Cole, N.Y. Keefe 
Compton Kilday 
Crawford Kinzer 
Day Knutson 
Dewey Kunkel 
Dirksen LaFollette 
Disney Lambertson 
Ditter Landis 
Dondero LeCompte 
Douglas LeFevre 
Durham Lewis 
Dworshak Ludlow 
Ellis McCowen 
Ellison, Md. McGregor 
Ellsworth McLean 
Elmer McWilliams 
Elston, Ohio Maas 
Engel Martin, Mass. 
Fenton Mason 
F ish May 
Gamble Merrow 
Gavin Michener 
Gearhart Mil!er, Conn. 
Gerlach Miller, Mo. 
Gifford Miller, Pa. 
Gillette Monkiewicz. 
Goodwin Mott 

Mruk 
Murray, Wis. 
Norman 
O'Brien, Til. 
O'Brien, N.Y. 
O'Neal 
Pittenger 
Ploeser 
Poulson 
Powers 
Pracht 
Ramey 
Reece, Tenn. 
Reed, Til. 
Reed, N.Y. 
Rees, Kans. 
Rlzley 
Rockwell 
Rodgers, Pa. 
Rogers, Mass. 
Rohrbough 
Rolph 
Rowe 
Schiffier 
Schuetz 
Schwabe 
Scott 
Shafer 
Simpson,m. 
Simpson, Pa. 
Slaughter 
Smith, Maine 
Smith, Ohio 
Smith, Wis. 
Springer • 
Stearns, N. H. 
Stevenson 
Sundstrom 
Taber 
Talbot 
Taylor 
Thomas, N. J. 
Tibbott 

~~:~tman 
Vursell 
Wadsworth 
Wasielewski 
Weichel, Ohio 
Welch 
West 
Wigglesworth 
Willey 
Wilson 
Winter 
Wolcott 
Wolverton, N. J. 
Woodruff, Mich. 

NOT VOTING-60 
Baldwin, N.Y. Gallagher O'Leary 
Barden Granger O'Toole 
Barry Hall, Philbin 
Bat es, Ky. Edwin Arthur Phillips 
Bat es, Mass. Hartley Plumley 
Bloom Hebert Rivers 
Bradley, Mich. Holifield Russell 
Buckley Izac Scanlon 
Burgin Johnson, Sheppard 
Byrne Luther A. Sheridan 
C:lpozzol1 Johnson, Ward Short 
Cochran Kilburn Somers, N.Y. 
Cole, Mo. K ing Stanley 
Culkin Kleberg Tolan 
Eaton Luce Treadway 
Fay Mansfield, Tex. Van Zandt 
Fellows Merritt Vinson, Ga. 
Fitzpatrick Morrison, La. Vorys, Ohio 
Folger Morrison, N.C. Wheat 
Ford Nichols Wolfenden, Pa. 
Furlong O'Hara 

So the motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following 

pairs: 
On this vote: 
Mr. Morrison of Loulsi!l>na for, with Mr. 

Phillips against. 
Mr. Fitzpatrick for, with Mr. Baldwin of 

New York against. 
Mr. Luther A. Johnson for, with Mr. Hart

ley against. 
Mr. Bloom for, with Mr. Eaton against. 
Mr. Vinson of Georgia for, with Mr. Tread

way against. 
Mr. Fay for, with Mr. Edwin Arthur Hall 

against. • 
Mr. Ford for, with Mr. Short against. 
Mr. Merritt for, with Mr. Kilburn against. 



1943 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 67G5 
Mr. Scanlon for, with Mr. Cole of Missouri 

against. 
Mr. Buckley for, with Mr. Wolfenden of 

Pennsylvania against. 
Mr. Somers of New York for, with Miss 

Stanley against. 
Mr. 'Byrne for, with Mr-. Gallagher against. 

General pairs: 
Mr. Rivers with Mr. Wheat. 
Mr. Hebert with Mr. Bates of Massachusetts. 
Mr. Holifield with Mr. Ward Johnson. 
Mr. Barry with Mr. Vorys of Ohio. 
Mr. Coch ran with Mrs. Luce. 
Mr. King with Mr. Van Zandt. 
Mr. Capozzoli with Mr. Culkin. 
Mr. Ph ilbin with Mr. Plumley. 
Mr. O'Toole with Mr. O'Hara. 
Mr. Tolan with Mr. Fellows. 
Mr. Mansfield of Texas with Mr. Bradley of 

Michigan. 

Mr. FOLGER. Mr. Speaker, I was in 
the Hall and listening and heard my 
name called, but I could not get up here 
in time to answer. That is the position 
I am in. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in 
the Hall, and did he hear his name 
called? 

Mr. FOLGER. I was; yes, sir. I tried 
to get up here so that the Clerk could 
hear me, but I could not make it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did 
not answer? 
_ Mr. FOLGER. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman says 
he was in the Hall and listening and 
failed to hear his name called, he quali
fies. 

Mr. FOLGER. I was listening and 
heard my name called, but I could not 
answer. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does 
not qualify. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION 
BILL 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak
er, I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker's table the bill_H. R. 2714, 
the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, 
disagree to the Senate amendment to the 
House amendment to Senate amendment 
No. 5; insist on further disagreement to 
Senate amendments Nos. 60 and 61, and 
agree to the conference asked by the 
Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the .request of the gentleman from Mis
souri? 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Spealt:er, 
reserving the right to object, may we 
have an explanation of what amendment 
is being disagreed to? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. There are 
two amendments still in disagreement. 
One amendment relates to restrictions 
upon expenditures from the President's 
fund, and the other relates to the denial 
of salary to three men charged with sub
versive affiliations. 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, I 
object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 
/ 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE APPRO-
PRIATION BILL-CONFERENCE REPORT 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the nex~ amendment in disagreement. 

LXXXIX--426 

The Clerk read as follows: 
.Amendment No. 88: Page 69, line 20, strike 

out all of lines 24 and 25 and the words 
"incentive payments" on page 70. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House further insist upon its 
disagreement to Senate ·amendment 
numbered 88. 

I yield to the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. FULMER] for the purpose 
of offering a preferential motion. 

Mr. FULlVIER. Mr. Speaker. I offer a 
preferential-motion, which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. FuLMER moves that the House recede 

and concur in the Senate amendment num
bered 89 with an amendment, as follows: "In 
lieu of the language stricken by the amend
ment insert 'Provided, That no part of said 
appropriation or any other appropriation car
ried in this bill shall be used for incentive 
payments as defined in House ·Document 101, 
Seventy-eighth Congress, firs~ session.'" 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
FOLMER] 2 minutes. 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Speaker, I do not 
care to take very much time on this mo
tion. The language written in by the 
Senate speaks for itself. I believe it is 
in line with the wishes of the Members of 
the House. It is certainly in line with 
my ideas in connection with the opera
tion of the soil-conservation and domes
tic-allotment program. The reason I 
have advocated the retention of the 
$400,000,000 was to carry out ·different 
contracts with farmers in connection 
with the soil-conservation and produc
tion program, and for the further rea
son that I do not believe, in the midst of 
this great emergency, when the farmers 
are having everything on the face of the 
earth to contend with, that this is the 
time to break faith with these farmers. 

Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. FULMER. I yield. 
Mr. CASE. What is the definition of 

"incentive payments" as given in this 
House document? 

Mr. FULMER. The House document 
refers to various crops other than the 
major crops that would receive benefits 
under this appropriation in connection 
with the Soil Conservation and Domestic 
Allotment Act. The purpose of this 
amendment is not to use any of this 
money for incentive payments, referred 
to by the Secretery of Agriculture last 
spring. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman has expired. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. j3peaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. DIRKSEN]. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, in Feb
ruary the Secretary of Agriculture came 
before the Subcommittee on Agriculture 
and ask~d for $125,000,000 with which to 
pay inceptive payments. One hundred 
million dollars of that was to be taken out 
of the moneys that are provided under 
the authority carried herein. There-was 
another source fQ.r $25,000,000, making 
in all $125,000,000. The money was to be 
used for a very specific purpose, namely, 
for some 16 crops, which ~eluded Irish 

potatoes and sweetpotatoes, carrots and 
onions, soya beans, and various other 
types of commodities. House Document 
101, to which the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. FuLMER] refers, woUld 
provide $125,000,000 for incentive pay
ments on this particular assortment of 
CC'mmodities. That proposal was re
jected by the subcommittee by a vote of 
6 to 1. Nothing thereafter happened. 
However, when this bill came on the 
:floor, we wrote in this proviso, which was 
subsequently approved by the House: 

.:Jrovided, That n6 part of said appropria· 
tion or any other:_ apprcpri"'tion carried in 
this bill shall be used for incentive payments. 

That is r~asonably' definite language. 
That means th'at not a single dollar in 
the Department of Agriculture appro
priation bill for the fiscal year 1944 can 
be used for the purpose of making incen
tive payments. The gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. FULMER] proposes 
an amendment in lieu of the language 
that was carried in the bill, and in lieu 
of the language that was stricken by the 
Senate. He, in substance, provides that 
no part of any appropriation in this bill 
shall be used to pay incentive payments 
as defined in House Document 101. 
That means that no money in this bill 
shall be used for the payment of in
centive payments on the 16 various 
crops that were defined to us in that 
House document. But you see what it 
will~? • 

It does, therefore, indirectly place the 
seal of approval on the payment of in
centive payments for others than those 
agreed to or identified in House Docu
ment 101. 

I personally cannot go along with that 
sort of thing because it offers an oppor
tunity for discretionary action, and in 
fact it would permit the use of money for 
incentive payments for other than those 
crops; it would leave within administra
tive discretion of the Secretary, as ad
vised by the solicitor of the Department, 
on which of the crops incentive pay
ments might be paid, and that places the 
seal of approval on the limitation that 
has been rejected time and time' again 
by the House, and so I hope that the mo
tion will be defeated. 

Mr. PACE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Georgia. · 

Mr. PACE. In view of the vote the 
House has just taken with reference to 
the payments that were promised, and in 
view of the fact that in the eyes of some 
there is a question of what an incentive 
payment is, does not the gentleman think 
that this language would permit, per
haps, -the same treatment, at least, avoid 
conflicts. I think that is the real pur
pose of the amendment offered 'by the 
gentleman from South Carolina, to avoid 
complications because of this other pro
hibition, and then authorize the pay
ments that we have voted should be 
made. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. The gentleman. from 
Georgia, I am sure, agrees with me that 
we are validating and approving a prin
ciple of incentive payments with resp:=ct 
to anything within the discretion of the 



'6766 CONGR.ESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE JUNE 29 

Secretary, except the sixteen-odd com
modities mentioned in House Document 
101. 

Mr. PACE. If it is left to the Solicitor 
of the Department, that may be correct. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. It is left to adminis
trative discretion. 

Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. DffiKSEN. I yield to the gentle
man from South Dakota. 

Mr. CASE. I think the question arises 
as to what is anjncentive payment. 

Now, in the light of the whole legisla
tive history, in the light of the fact that 
the action of the subcommittee served 
notice in February that no appropria
tions for the payment of incentive pay
ments would be made, and as a matter 
of fact, with the legislative history of the 
bill, does the gentleman think he can give 
us a proper interpretation of incentive 
payments? 

Mr. DffiKSEN. My definition is this: 
That any payment which inures to the 
enrichment of the soil or for water con
servation practices must necessarily be 
considered as an incentive payment. 

Let me therefore summarize the sit
uation. Time and time again we have 
rejected the principle of incentive pay
ments on the ground that they are but a 
palliative for adequate prices for farm 
products. We restated that position in 
this bill. The-Fulmer motion now pro
poses to approve incentive payments pro
videtl they are not paid on the various 
crops outlined in Document No. 101. 
This motion should therefore be de
feated. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 5 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, the last remark made 
by the gentleman from Illinois was very 
significant and I hope that it did not 
escape your attention. He said that his 
contention is that any payment not 
made for the purpose of encouraging 
the improvement or conservation of the 
soil is an incentive payment. I cannot 
agree with that contention. In view of 
statements made in the House when the 
language stricken by Senate amendment 
No. 88 was ·adopted, I think "incentive 
payment" may be construed to be more 
restrictive in meaning. 

The House has just voted to permit 
types of payment which are not pay
ments for the improvement of the: soil or 
for the conservation of the soil. It has 
just voted to permit production adjust
ment payments. Last week we voted to 
appropriate $400,000,000, as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $300,000,000 as 
proposed by the House, in order to make 
that particular type of payment as well 
as soil conservation and water conserva
tion payments. Now the question is: Do 
you want to vote for a continuance of 
the inhibition against incentive pay
ments in the language in the same sec
tion of the bill or do you w'ant to permit 
the making of the type of payments for 
which the House and Senate have just 
appropriated the money and of which 
you have by two roll-call votes indicated 
your approval? 

I do · not agree with the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN] concerning 
his interpretation of the language of the 

Fulmer amendment. The gentleman 
says that the language of the motion 
made by the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. FULMER] means that it 
permits incentive payments except for 
such payments as were contemplated by 
House Document 101, Seventy-eighth 
Congress, first session. I think that 
clearly is not a correct .construction of 
the language contained in the motion of 
the gentleman from South Carolina. 
His motion reads: 

Incentive payments as defined in House 
Document 101, Seventy-eighth Congress, first 
session. 

In other words, that document defines 
what was expressly referred to therein 
as incentive payments, and any type of 
payment on any type of agricultural 
commodity which comes within that def
inition is inhibited by the terms of the 
Fulmer mo~ion. At the same time, the 
votes of the House in agreeing to Senate 
amendments Nos. 86 and 87 indicate the 
purpose of the House to provide for pay
ments of the Government's ·obligations 
under the program announced by the 
Secretary of Agriculture under authority 
of law on or about December 5, 1942. 

All that you would do if you adopt the 
Fulmer motion would be to say to ad
ministrative authorities that "the type 
of incentive payment you want authority 
to make in this House Document 101 with 
reference to some types of commodities, 
that type of payment as defined therein 
you shall not make from this $400,000,000 
fund for any commodity"; but you have 
provided in the previous language that 
payments can be made to carry out the 
obligations of the Government as created 
under the provisions of the Agricultural 
Adjustment Act of 1938 and of the Do
mestic Allotment and Soil Conservation 
Act by the announcement made last fall 
by the Secretary of Agriculture. Now, 
is not that what you want to do? And 
it is what I suggested we ought to do in 
my judgment to endeavor- to arrive at 
an agreement with the Senate and send 
this bill to the White House in discuss
ing the first motion which was offered. 
If the House should not adopt this mo
tion after having adopted the motion of 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
FuLMER], with reference to amendment 
No. 87, it would clearly be adopting two 
utterly inconsistent positions, although 
I do not think that even if the House 
language stricken by Senate amendment 
No. 88 remains in the bill payment for 
the program announced last fall can be 
prevented. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield. 
Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I think 

we should make this clear. Does the 
gentleman feel that if the motion of the 
gentleman from South Carolina is now 
adopted it would still permit the pay
·ment of these incentive payments on the 
16 crops referred to in this House docu-
ment? 

Mr. TARVER. Certainly not. I think 
if the motion offered by 'the gentleman 
from South Carolina is adopted it will 
expressly prohibit the making of pay
ments of that kind. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Georgia has expired. -

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield. 
myself 2 additional minutes. 

I think, however, it will permit the 
carrying ·out of the program announced 
on December 5, 1942, under which cer
tain production payments on cotton, 
wheat, corn, tobacco, and other com
modities were promised by the Secretary, 
and that if you do not adopt the motion 
offered by the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. FuLMER] it will still be a 
matter of some doubt as to whether or 
not the Government will be able to make 
those payments although the House has 
twice voted, once last week and again. 
this afternoon, that it desired those 
types of payment 'made. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentle
man from Mississippi. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Is not the effect 
of' the Fulmer amend!llent to ratify and 
confirm what the Committee on Appro
priations did when it denied and refused 
to make available $125,000,000 for in
centive payments? 

Mr. TARVER. Absolutely so, and I 
think it is so clear that there ought to 
be no mistake about it. The discussion 
in the House has all been directed to the 
problem of whether er not we were going · 
to carry out these commitments the 
Government, through the Secretary of 
Agriculture, announced in the fall of 
1942. If the motion of the gentleman 
from South Carolina is adopted it is 
clearly apparent that we will be pro
viding and that it will be construed to 
have been the intention of Congress to 
provide for the carrying out of that pro
gram which was promulgated last fall 
and at the same time to prohibit the 
making of the type of payments which 
were outlined in House Document 101, 
Seventy-eighth Congress, first session, 
which the committee refused to approve. 
Without the Fulmer amendment lan
guage some doubt is cast on the Secre
tary's program although I still believe 
it could be carried out. 

If you adopt this amendment, Mr. 
Speaker, with the exception of one other 
subject matter it completes the agricul
tural appropriation bill and I sincerely 
hope the vote of the House on this mo
tion may be in line with the last two 
votes of the House relating to the same 
subject matter and that it may approve 
the motion of the gentleman from South 
Carolina. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield. 
Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. As 

long as the House has decided to permit 
these payments we should permit them 
to be made on these war crops which 
are needed in connection with the war 
effort rather than to confine them to 
cotton, corn, wheat, and these basic 
crops. 

Mr. TARVER. The position of the 
House as I understand it from the last 
two votes has been that we should keep 
our contracts that were made last fall 
and limit payments in future the soil and 
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water conservation practices. We have 
another Senate amendment in the bill, 
No. 92, upon disagreement with which 
it is hoped the House will insist, which 
proposes to strike out language which 
would limit the payments for next year 
to soil conservation and water conser
vation practices. We think that lan
guage ought to stay in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Georgin. has again expired. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Mis
souri [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, we grow weary of well doing. 
The House long ago took an emphatic 
position, a consistent position, on this 
question and through this entire session 
has sustained its opposition to subsidies. 
And now some of those who have voted 
repeatedly against subsidies ,and for 
permanent stabilization of farm prices 
are advocating an amendment to undo 
all that has been accomplished. 

Mr. Speaker, the debate this afternoon 
has been by the lawyers of the House 
rather than the f~.rmers of the House. 
And it has been a typical small town 
justice of the peace debate. They have 
quibbled over hair-splitting technical
ities and definitions-whether somebody 
agreed or did not agree-whether there 
was an implied contract or no contract
whether notice was given or not given, 
and so forth. And in the plethora of 
argument have completely lost sight of 
the one question before us-a square 
deal for the farmer. . 

May I interrupt this learned discussion 
by the legal lights of the House long 
enough to humbly submit the views of a 
farmer? 

I sold my wool clip yesterday and got 
2 cents a pound less than I got before 
the war. Now will you name any non
agricultural commodity-or any prod
uct of labor or industry-that is selling 
for less today than it sold for before the 
war? 

Wheat slumped on the Chicago market 
following announcement of a Govern
ment loan 5 or 6 cents below the market 
just as harvest is starting. The corn crop 
in Missouri is a failure and there is no 
feed grain or protein supplement for sale. 
Livestock is down and the cost of pro
duction steadily mounting. Farmers are 
sending their stock to market half fin
ished and are shipping their brood sows 
and herd cows. The Producers News Bul
letin reports the iargest hog run in his
tory. Farmer-s are discontinuing feeding 
and local auction sales are off 20 to 40 
percent. 

The farmer alone is being . pushed 
around. Nobody else is being penalized. 
The products, prices, and income of no 
other groups in the Nation are being 
rolled back. And yet there is neither beef 
nor pork to be had in many of the mar
kets of this city. It will be realized when 
it is too late that meat has been rolled 
back and prices are low-but there is no 
meat. 

And here is an amendment to author
ize payment of subsidies and sabotage 
the program for stabilization 'Of farm 
prices we have been working so long to 
establi.sh. 

Mr. Speaker, the House and the Con
gress have repeatedly denied .:mbsidies. 
And every group in the country which 
wants cheap food and is seeking to ex
ploit agriculture and lower the price of 
farm products is advocating subsidies. 

Every member of the committee re
porting this bill except one has voted 
against incentive payments and all 
other forms of subsidies every time the 
question has been voted on by the com
mittee. 

I trust the House will continue its op
position to subsidies and its demand for 
fair prices for farm products in the open 
market along with everybody else both 
now and after the war. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope this motion will be 
voted down. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question on the pending 
motion. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the motion offered by the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. FuLMER]. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division (demanded by Mr. TARVER) there 
were-ayes 37, noes 114. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I object 
to the vote on the ground that there is 
not a quorum present and I make the 
point of order there is not a quorum 
present. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum 
is not present. 

The Doorkeeper will close the doors, 
the Sergeant at Arms will notify the ab
sent Members, and the Clerk will call 
the roll. 

The question was taken; and there 
were-yeas 177, nays 187, not voting 67, 
as follows: 

Abernethy 
Allen, La. 
Anderson, 

N.Mex. 
Baldwin, Md. 
Bar,den 
Bates, Ky. 
Beckworth 
Bland 
Bonner 
Boy kin 
Bradley, Pa. 
Brooks 
Brown, Ga. 
Bryson 
Bulwinkle 
Burch, Va. 
Burchill, N.Y. 
Burdick 
Camp 
Cannon, Fla. 
Carlson, Kans. 
Celler 
Chapman 
Clark 
Coffee 
Colmer 
Cooley 
Cooper 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cox 
Cravens 
Creal 
Crosser 
Cullen 
Cunningham 
D'Alesandro 
Davis 
Dawson 
Delaney 
Dickstein 
Dies 
Dilweg 
Ding ell 

(Roll No. 116} 

YEAS-177 
Domengeaux 
Dough ton 
Eberharter 
Feighan 
Fernandez 
Flannagan 
Folger 
Forand 
Fulmer 
Gale 
Gathings 
Gavagan 
Gibson 
Gilchrist 

· Gillie 
Gordon 
Gore 
Gorski 
Grant, Ala. 
Green 
Gregory 
Hagen 
Hare 
Harless, Ariz. 
Harris, Va. 
Hays 
Heffernan 
Hendricks 
Hill 
Hobbs 
Hoch 
Hoeven 
Holmes, Wash. 
Hope 
Jackson 
Jarman 
Johnson, 

J. Leroy 
Johnson, 

Lyndon B. 
Johnson, Okla. 
Kee 
Kefauver 
Kelley 
Kennedy 

Keogh 
Kerr 
Kirwan 
Klein 
LaFollette 
Lane 
Lanham 
Lemke 
Lynch 
McCord 
McCormack 
McGehee 
McGranery 
McKenzie 
McMillan 
McMurray 
Madden 
Magnuson 
Mahon 
Maloney 
Manasco . 
Mansfield, 

Mont. 
Marcantonio 
Martin, Iowa 
Miller, Nebr. 
Monroney 
Mott 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Murray, Tenn. 
Myers 
Newsome 
Nichols 
Norton 
O'Brien, Mich. 
O'Connor 
Outland 
Pace 
Patman 
Patton 
Peterson, Fla. 
Peterson, Ga. 
Pfeifer 
Price 

Priest Smith, W. Va. Weaver 
Rabaut Snyder Weiss 
Ramspeck Sparkman Wene 
Randolph Spence West 

Whelchel, Ga. 
White 
Whitten 
Whittington 
Wickersham 
Winstead 
Woodrum, Va. 
Worley 
Wright 
Zimmerman 

Rankin Starnes, Ala. 
Richards Steagall 
Robertson Stefan 
Robinson, Utah Stewart 
Rogers, Calif. Stockman 
Rowan Sulllvan 
Sadowski Tarver 
Sasscer Thomason 
Satterfield Vincent, Ky. 
Sauthoff Voorhis, Callf. 
Sikes Walter 
Smith, Va. Ward 

NAYS-187 
Allen, Ill. Gearhart Miller, Mo. 
Andersen, Gerlach Miller, Pa. 

H. Carl Gifford Mills 
Anderson, Calif. Gillette Monkiewicz 
Andresen, Goodwin Mruk 

August H. Gossett Mundt 
Andrews Graham Murray, Wis. 
Angell Grant, Ind. Norman 
Arends Griffiths Norrell 
Arnold Gross O'Brien, Ill. 
Auchincloss Gwynne O'Brien, N.Y. 
Barrett Hale O'Konski 
Beall Hall, Pittenger 
Bell Leonard W. Ploeser 
Bender Halleck Poage 
Bennett, Mich. Hancock Poulson 

"'Bennett, Mo. Harness, Ind. Powers 
Bishop Harris, Ark. Pracht 
Blackney Heidinger Ramey 
Bolton Herter Reece, Tenn. 
B-oren Hess Reed, Ill. 
Brehm Hinshaw Reed, N.Y. 
Brown, Ohio Hoffman Rees, Kans. 
Buffett Holmes, Mass. Rizley 
Busbey Horan Robsion, Ky. 
Butler Howell Rockwell 
Canfield Hull Rodgers, Pa. 
Cannon, Mo. Jeffrey Rogers, Mass. 
Carson, Ohio Jenkins Rohrbough 
Carter Jennings Rofph 
Case Jensen Rowe 
Chenoweth Johnson, Schitner 
Chiperfield Anton J. Schuetz 
Church Johnson, Schwabe 
Clason Calvin D. Shafer 
Clevenger Johnson, Ind. Simpson, Ill. 
Cole, N.Y. Jones Simpson, Pa. 
Compton Jonkman Smith, Maine 
Crawford Judd Smith, Ohio 
Curley Kean Smith, Wis. 
Curtis Kearney Springer 
Day Keefe . Stearns, N.H. 
Dewey Kilday Stevenson 
Dirksen Kinzer Sumner, Ill. 
Disney Knutson Sundstrom 
Ditter Kunkel Taber 
Dondero Lambertson Talbot 
Douglas Landis Talle 
Drewry Lea Taylor 
Dworshak LeCompte Thomas, N.J. 
Elliott LeFevre Tibbott 
Ellis Lewis, Ohio Towe 
Ellison, Md. Ludlow Troutman 
Ellsworth McCowen Vursell 
Elmer McGregor Wadsworth 
Elston, Ohio McLean Weichel, Ohio 
Engel McWilliams Welch 
Fellows Maas Wigglesworth 
Fenton Martin, Mass. Willey 
Fish Mason Wilson 
Fisher May Winter 
Fulbright Merrow Wolcott 
Gamble Michener Wolverton, N.J. 
Gavin Miller, Conn. Woodruff, Mich. 

Baldwin, N.Y. 
Barry 
Bates, Mass. 
Bloom 
Bradley, Mich. 
Buckley 
Burgin 
Byrne 
Capozzoli 
Cochran 
Cole, Mo. 
Culkin 
Durham 
Eaton 
Fay 
Fitzpatrick 
Fogarty 
Ford 
Furlong 
Gallagher 

NOT VOTING--67 
Granger Morrison, N. C. 
Hall, O'Hara 

Edwin Arthur O'Leary 
Hart O'Neal 
Hartley O'Toole 
Hebert Phllbin 
Holifield Phillips 
Izac Plumley 
Johnson, Rivers 

Luther A. Russell 
Johnson, Ward Sabath 
Kilburn Scanlon 
King Scott 
Kle berg Sheppard 
Larcade Sheridan 
Lesinski Short 
Luce Slaughter 
Mansfield, Tex. Somers, N.Y. 
Merritt Stanley 
Morrison, La. Sumners, Tex. 
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Thomas, Tex. Van Zandt Wasielewski 
Tolan Vinson, G~. Wheat 
•rreadway Vorys, Ohio Wolfenden, Pa. 

So the motion was rejected. 
The Clerk announced the following 

pairs: 
On this vote: 
Mr. Morrison of Louisiana for, with Mr. 

Phillips against. 
Mr. Fitzpatrick for, with Mr. Baldwin of 

New York against. 
Mr. Luther A. Johnson for, with Mr. Hartley 

against. 
Mr. Bloom for, with Mr. Eaton against. 
Mr. Vinson of Georgia for, with Mr. Tread-

way against. · 
Mr. Fay for, with Mr. Edwin Arthur Hall 

against. 
Mr. Ford for, with Mr. Short against. 
Mr. Izac for, with Mr. Kilburn against. 
Mr. Scanlon for, with Mr. Cole · of Missouri 

against. 
Mr. Tolan for, with Mr. Wolfenden of Penn

sylvania against. 
Mr. Sheppard for, with Miss Stanley 

against. 
Mr. Byrne fQr, with Mr. Gallagher against. 
Mr. Lesinski for, with Mr. Scott against. 

General pair~: 
Mr. Rivers with Mr. Wheat. 
Mr. Hebert with Mr. Bates of Massachusetts. 
Mr. Holifield with Mr. Ward Johnson. 
Mr. Barry with Mr. Vorys of Ohio. 
Mr. Cochran with Mrs. Luce. 
Mr. King with Mr. VanZandt. 
Mr. Capozzoli with Mr. Culkin. 
Mr. Philbin with Mr. Plumley. 
Mr. Merritt with Mr. O'Hara. 
Mr. Somers of New York with Mr. Bradley 

of Michigan. · 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. TARVERJ. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re

port the next amendment in disagree
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 92: On page 70, line 22, 

stri~e out the following: "Provided further, 
That such amount shall be available for 
salaries and other administrative expenses in 
connection with the formulation and ad
ministration of the 1944 programs of soil 
building practices and soil and water con
servation practices, under the act of Febru
ary 29, 1936, and programs under the Agri
cultural Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended, 
the total expenditures of which, including 
administration, shall not exceed $300,000,-
000." 

And insert in lieu thereof the following: 
"Provided further, That such amount shall 
be available for salaries and other admin
istrative expenses in connection with the 
formulation and administration of the 1944 
programs or plans now or hereafter author
ized under section 7 or 8, or both, of said act 
of February 29, 1936, or under .said pro
visions of the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 
1938, the total expenditures of which in
cluding administration, shall not exceed 
$300,000,000." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House further insist upon its 
disagreement to Senate amendment No. 
92. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re

port the next amendment in disagree
ment. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that Senate amend-

ments numbered 98 and 99, which relate 
to the same subject matter, the Federal 
Crop Insurance Act, be considered to
gether. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of · the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 98: On page 76, line 17, 

strike out "$3,500,000" and insert "$7,818,-
748." 

Amendment No. 99: On page 76, line 21, 
strike out the following: "Provided, That no 
part of this appropriation shall be used for or 
in connection with the insurance of wheat 
and cotton crops planted subsequent to July 
31, 1943, or for any other purpose except in 
connection with the liquidation of insurance 
contracts on the wheat and cotton crops 
planted prior to July 31, 1943." · 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House further insist upon its 
disagreement to the Senate amendments 
numbered 98 and 99. 

Mr. Speaker, this subject matter was 
very fully discussed in connection with 
the conference report considered last 
week, and I do not care to add anything 
to what I said at that time. If any 
Member desires to address the House on 
this subject, I shall be glad to yield him 
time. 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
tbat the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendments. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. FULMER]. . 
- Mr. FULMER. Mr. Speaker, I believe 
I was the first man to offer a bill in Con
gress to put into operation crop insur
ance. Let me tell you why I offered that 
bill several years ago. 

Out of my long experience in farming 
and in dealing with farmers, I found 
every year in some section crop failures 
because of hailstorms, :floods, drought, 
boll-weevil infestation, or something like 
that. Because of crop failure, for which 
farmers were not responsible, many of 
the smaller farmers were put out of bus
iness. I felt sure that we could, if given 
proper time, work out a satisfactory pro
gram which would do two things; stop 
voting relief for those farmers whose 
crops were destroyed, and, second, con
tinue them as successful farmers. 

During the years before we had insur
ance, what happened? From year to 
year we would come to Congress and ap
propriate money purely for the relief for 
those people, as high as $60,000,000 in 
some instances. We have voted millions 
to take care of that situation. You 
should look up the relief record, money 
appropriated by Congress to say nothing 
about millions spent by the Red Cross for 
relief because of crop failure. 

Besides that, without protection of 
crop insurance, the cl~ss of people we 
want to help would go out of business on 
account of those crop losses, and then 
what happens? Why then you would 
have them come to the Farm Security 
Administration, giving them 100-percent 
loans to buy land, with the hope we may 
be able to make land owners out of them? 
It does not make any difference to many 
of you how many millions we may lose 

under the land-purchase program, in
cluding grants in a great many instances. 

When this program was put into op
eration it was definitely understood that 
we would pay the expenses until we were 
able to work out, on a fair and sound 
basis, crop insurance, therefore, you 
should not refer to t"he expense of this 
program as losses. You are spending 
billions for plants and plus-profit con
tracts, and industry and contractors are 
not taking any chances, but when it 
comes to farms, that is different. Dur
ing the 4 years under the wheat program 
we have had losses of only $17,000,000. 
During the 1 year with cotton we have 
had losses of about $4,500,000. Under 
the 3-year contract with wheat farmers 
our losses are becoming much smaller, 
and we want to put cotton on a 3-ye!tr 
basis. 

The thing I want to get over to you 
is this, we should not do this at this time 
in this great emergency. 

I realize - there will have to be some 
revamping of this legislation. That is 
true with other farm legislation. But I 
want to ask you seriously, Is this the 
time to do it? The farmers are up 
against every type of problem that you 
can mention right in the midst of the 
greatest emergency in which we have 
ever been engaged. If we do not con
tinue this insurance program, we will 
be simply telling the farmer next year, 
"You will not have an opportunity to 
pay a premium for insurance; you must 
plant your crop and take your chances!, 
If you want to wipe out this program, 
why not wait until after this emergency? 
Why not wait until we have had time to 
work out a sound, satisfactory program? 
Suppose it would take 10 years, would 
not it be worth the pric~? There are 
other crops that will be taken in as we 
go along under this program. 

There are a number of large farmers 
in this country who oppose this legisla
tion. They do not take any insurance. 
Why? Because they are able to take the 
risk. If they have a short crop, they can 
double up with fertilizer and everything 
next year to make good their losses. But 
millions of small farmers and share
croppers who could be protected and kept 
on the farm and off relief, as well as 
out of the hands of the Farm Security 
Administration under the rehabilitation 
and land-purchasing program, will be 
forced out of their present farm opera
tions. When these small farms lose out, 
why, those large farms will take them 
over on their large farms as renters or 
sharecroppers. 

The plea that I make to this House, 
regardless of the merits or demerits of 
this program, is not to wipe out this 
program now in the midst of this great 
emergency. 

.. . 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 

minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. DIRKSEN]. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, as this 
bill was reported to the House in the 
first instance the subcommittee recom
mended liquidation of the Federal Crop 
Insurance Cqrporation. It provided the 
necessary funds to meet all commit
ments for that liquidation. The Senate, 
however, struck the House language and 
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proposes now to provide an administra
tive fund of something in excess of 
$7,000,000 to continue the Corporation. 

I have repeatedly expressed my objec
tion to carrying on this experiment fur
ther, for this reason: We have insured 
wheat for 4 years. Adding the admin
istrative expense and the losses, we lost 
$41,000,QOO on wheat. We have insured 
cotton for 1 year. For that 1 year we 
lost one and one-third million dollars. 
The experiment has gone forward · far 
enough. We should not endanger the 
Treasury now by letting this program 
run so that flax, fruit, corn, &nd other 
commodities will be added, only to in
crease the losses to the Federal Treasury. 
Four years is enough as an experiment, 
so it should be liquidated now. If this 
were so popular and if millions of farm
ers were involved, as the gentleman from 
South Carolina says, why is it that only 
one out of every three wheat farmers in 
the country has undertaken in 4 years 
to take out crop insurance? If this is so 
popular why is it that only 1 out of every 
10 cotton farmers has bothered to take 
out crop insurance on cotton? The 
losses are growing larger year after year. 
Taking the loss, plus the administrative 
expense, the Treasury was out six and 
three-quarters millions in 193~; it was 
out ten and a half million in 1940; it was 
out $12,000,000 in 1941, and $12,000,0{)0 
in 1942. That is a sufficient experiment 
at the expense of the Public Treasury. 
It should be stopped now. The motion 
of the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. FULMER] should be voted down. 
This was defeated by an overwhelming 
majority of this House last week. It 
should be defeated now by an even 
greater majority, so that we . can serve 
notice on t:Yle Senate as to how the 
House feels about it at the present time. 

Mr. FULMEn. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 
Mr. FULMER. I want to state to the 

gentleman that the totJ.l amount stated 
by the gentleman in every instance in
cluded the expenses of the program. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I mentioned that. 
Mr-. FULMEI-~. And the total amount 

lost over the 4 years is only $17,000,000. 
We have voted as high as 50 and 60 
million for relief prior to this time. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. The whole story is 
that the difference between the premi
ums collected and the indemnity paid 
was a loss of $17,000,000 to the Treasury. 
Then if you add $24,000,000 for admin
istrative expenses, the United States 
Treasury, meaning the taxpayer, was 
out $41,000,000 on this program. Those 
facts cannot be controverted. · 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Illinois has expired. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. COOLEY]. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, the gen
tleman from Illinois has stated that this 
program has thus far cost-the Federal 
Government $40,000,000. Even this is 
not out of line with the original under
standing. My recollection is that the 
crop-insurance bill authorized an appro
priation of $100,000,000, and it was clear
ly understood in the beginning that the 
Government would defray" all adminis-

trative costs which might be incurred by 
the experiment in the field of all-risk 
crop insurance. It was likewise clearly 
understood that the Government would 
suffer losses as it has suffered in the 
prosecution of this program. The losses 
suffered have not been altogether disap
pointing. 

All-risk crop insurance was an experi
ment. We knew that it was an experi
ment and we knew that it was an experi
ment which no private corporation in 
America could or would undertake. No 
private corporation was in a position to 
accumulate the information and the data 
which of necessity had to be accumu
lated. Prior to the inaugurc.\tion of an 
insurance program the Federal Govern
ment and only the Federal Government 
was in a position to obtain the necessary 
information and but for the tremendous 
Agricultural Adjustment Administration 
set-up which we at that time had in this 
country, we could never have collected 
the necessary information. 

Congress authorized this experiment 
and now because ·rorsooth the experi
ment has not proven to be a grand and a 
complete success, we are urged to aban
don it. Will we go up the hill and down 
again because in the operation of the cot
ton program for 1 year we have lost 
$1,000,000? As participation in the pro
gram increases premium rates decrease. 
It is hardly reasonable to expect the ad
ministrators of this program to develop 
an actuarially sound program on cotton 
within the short space of 1 year. The 
gentleman from Illinois says that they 
have had 4 years' experience on wheat. 
Yes; that is true. But we were told in 
the beginning, and the Congress and the 
country knew that it would probably 
take 10 years to work out a sound, busi
nesslike, self-sustaining program for 
crop insurance. 

Practically every other person engaged 
in various and sundry vocations and avo
cations of private life can obtain insur
ance upon their businesses and property, 
and even upon their talents. Even a 
chorus girl can insure her voice and a tap 
dancer can insure her toes. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. COOLEY. Not at this time. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. The chorus girl will 

pay for it if spe does not have some "sugar 
daddy" to pay for it for her. 

Mr. COOLEY. Maybe the chorus girl 
will have a "sugar daddy" to pay for it 
for her. T"ne gentleman may be an au
thority on that but I am not. Neither 
am I asking Uncle Sam to finance this 
program forever, but I do insist that it 
not be liquidated at this time. The gen
tleman from Detroit objects, but certain
ly this is not the first thing he has ob
jected to. The crop-insurance program 
is a very important part of a well-consid
ered and well-rounded farm program. 

Mr. DINGELL. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. COOLEY. I yield. 
Mr. DINGELL. Which gentleman 

from Detroit objected? 
Mr. COOLEY. I was under · the im

pression that the gentleman from Michi
gan [Mr. HoFFMAN] was from Detroit. 
I am sorry if I was in error. ·Perhaps he 

lives outside of Detroit, but at any rate 
we know that he is from the State of 
Michigan. 

In all earnest, I am looking at this 
program purely from an unselfish stand
point. As I have said many times, it does 
not mean anything at all to the people of 
my_ district, but if it is continued even 
they may at some future date be greatlY 
benefited by it. Certainly it means much 
to many farmers of the Nation at the 
present time. 

It cannot actually be said that we are 
losing money. The money is not lost. 
The benefits are paid to distressed farm
ers and the money goes to farmers who 
have suffered a loss of 75 percent by rea
son of crop failure, either on account of 
pests or drought or floods or some other 
catastrophe which has befallen them. 
We have annually spent millions upon 
millions for relief in distressed agricul
tural areas. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield?. 

Mr. COOLEY. I yield to the gentle .. 
man from Arizona. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I want to congratu
late the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. CooLEY] and also the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. FuLMER] for 
sponsoring this splendid movement. 

Is it not just as important as it is to 
give war-risk protection to our merchant 
shipping? 

Mr. COOLEY. I ·agrM with the gen
tleman's statement. We are now writing 
war-risk insurance and this is a very 
hazardous undertaking. 

Even if the Government suffers loss by 
this all-risk crop-insurance program, 
only farmers in distress are benefitted by 
it, and I hope that the program may be 
continued and that the amendment of 
the gentleman from South Carolina will 
prevail. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. POAGE]. 

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, we have 
discussed this matter of crop insurance 
until we are thoroughly familiar with 
the fact that the farmer is the only large 
producer in this country who does not 
have an opportunity to secure some form 
of insurance. In all other cases where 
we need insurance to take care of a na
tional need the Federal Government has 
provided it. 

I have a $10,000 United States Gov
ernment insurance policy that the 
United States Government issued to me 
in the last war. On this policy the Gov
ernment has paid all administrative ex
penses for 25 years. A great many 
other Members of ~ his body hold similar 
policies. And, every man who comes 
back from this war is going to have Gov
ernment insurance, and the United States 
Government will pay every dollar of ad
ministrative expenses. You would not 
come before this House and claim that 
we are giving these men something they, 
should not have in providing insurance 
at cost because the United States Gov
ernment needs these men to fight. 

In like manner the United States Gov .. 
ernment needs the farmers of this coun
try to produce crops and all this amend
ment does is to give them an opportunitY. 
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to produce those crops with some reason-
. able degree of assurance that they are 
going to get some little return when 
the season is over. That they are going 
to have some little something to show 
for their work when the season is over. 
I fear we are not going to get the crops 
produced which we need unless we can 

· give the farmers a more efficient, a 
cheaper and a sounder way to protect 
their crops, and there is no sounder way 
than to provide some of the administra
tive expenses to take care of the system 
of crop insurance whereby our farmers 
may know that regardless of the season 
they will at least have something to see 
for their labor when the season is over. 

But it is said that under this program 
there has not been as much paid in as 
has been paid out during the last 4 years, 
and that is perfectly true. But is there 
a Member of this House who has had any 
opportunity of observing the organiza
tion of any form of insurance company, 
whether it be life, fire, or casualty, who 
would expect such an organization has 
made a profit during the first 4 years? 

I want to say that there never has 
been such an insurance company, fire 
or life, or old-line insurance of any kind, 
that could show a profit during the first 

. 4 years. 
You know and I know that any sound 

insurance company always will have a 
certain period of time in which it does 
not make a profit. 

On the basis of that same reasoning 
you cannot expect farm insurance, which 
has never been successfully carried be
fore in the history of the world, to show 
a profit during the first 4 years. But 
at the same time we have got to provide 
some kind of assurance, before the farm
ers begin to grow their crops, before 
these men start their production, that 
when the season is over they are going 
to have some return at the end of the 
year, and we have to furnish crop insur
ance, just as we are giving Government 
insurance to other businesses and com
mercial interests in this country to pro
tect them from unexpected losses. We 
must provide the farmers against unex
pected losses in producing their crops if 
we are to expect these crops to be pro
duced in the quantities we desire. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Texas has expired. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. HARE]. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, assuming 
that there have been losses sustained by 
the Government in the last 3 or 4 years 
in its crop insurance policy, have we 
stopped to think whether or not the 
losses sustained have been more than the 
expenditures would have amounted to 
had we not had this insurance policy? 
In other words, it has been the policy of 
thislJovernment for the last quarter of a 
century to assist agriculture when large 
areas of crops have been destroyed by 
riatural causes or causes over which the 
farmers had no control. 

In the last quarter of a century, or the 
last 25 years, we have expended upwards 
of a billion dollars aiding those whose 
crops were lost by drought, hail, storms, 
:floods, hurricanes, or other natural 

causes. However, for the last 3 or 4 years 
the Congress has not spent money to aid 
farmers for crops the.t ·have been lost in 
that way. The Congress had a group of 
farmers before it last year and year be
fore last from areas that had suffered 
untold losses on account of excessive 
rains, and they asked for $20,000,000 in 
one area, and in other areas $40,000,000 in 
the way of relief. The Congress said to 
them: "No, we have now established a 
policy of insuring crops and we have 
abandoned the policy of contributing to 
the support of farmers who have lost 
their crops by natural causes." 

We haye saved the· amount contrib
uted heretofore in the way of relief, 
and the amount we have lost on insur
ance has not been equal to the average 
annual amount lost on contributions. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARE. ,I yield. 
Mr. COOLEY. Is it not a fact that 

the Crop Insurance Corporation was 
authorized to enter into 3-year con
tracts with the wheat growers of the 
country and that thousands upon thou
sands of those 3-year contracts have 
not been completed? 

Mr. HARE. I think the gentleman is 
right, and in fairness, good conscience, 
and equity the Congresf is bound to car-
ry out these contracts. . 

And if the contracts are abrogated by 
this vote we take here they will charge 
we have broken faith with these farmers 
who entered into the three-year con
tracts. 

And the Government would still be 
the loser. I think in all fairness and in 
justice to those who worked out this 
scheme of insurance, that they should 
have sufficient time to see whether or not 
under fair conditions, under normal con
ditions, it will work. You cannot de
termine a policy in 1 year, you cannot de
termine a policy in 2 years; it "takes 
more than one swallow to make a sum
mer" and it takes more than 2 years or 3 
years to determine whether or not this 
plan of insuring crops can be effectively, 
efficiently, and economically carried out. 
I therefore feel it would be inadvisable 
to discontinue the policy at this time. 

Mr. CALVIN D. JOHNSON. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARE. I yield. 
Mr. CALVIN D. JOHNSON. If, as the 

gentleman states, it takes 3 or 4 years 
to complete the experiment, how does 
the gentleman justify the 3-year con
tracts that were entered into? 

Mr. HARE. I understand there has 
been no loss on those, but you are 
breaching those contracts on which the 
time has not expired; in other words, 
the period for which they were entered 
into has not expired, yet you are termi
nating the contracts. 

Mr. CALVIN D. JOHNSON. I realize 
that, but if it is based upon experience 
which has been· gained during a period 
of years, it does not seem they should 
hava entered into contracts for a period 
of 3 years not knowing what the results 
would be. 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARE. I yield. 

Mr. FULMER. I may say for the ben
efit of the gentleman from Illinois that 
they have had less losses on the 3-year 
contracts than any others. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, no doubt 
there have been losses in the way of ad
ministrative costs, but this was reason
ably anticipated for a few years or pos
sibly several years, when Congress en
acted the original law. My thought is 
that within a few years the adminis
trative costs should be reduced to a mini
mum or to a point where there would be 
little· or no losses over a period · of years. 
There are administrative expenses, or 
losses if you prefer to call it, in all the 
Government activities where an effort is 
made to provide insurance or annuities 
of any kind. 

I have not had an opportunity to make 
inquiry but I doubt very much whether 
the premiums paid by our veterans are 
sufficient to pay losses and administrative 
expenses. I am quite certain that the 
deductions from salaries of Government 
employees are sufficient to pay retire
ment annuities and all administrative 
expenses, and that is a program that 
has been in operation for a period of up
ward of 20 years and yet no commit
tee has recommended that this policy be 
abolished. But simply because the farm
ers have not been able to perfect a pro
gram of insurance within 1 or 2 years 
that will pay all losses and administrative 
expenses and leave a surplus in the Treas· 
ury some Members suddenly become econ
omy-minded and now insist that the 
whole scheme be abolished. Apparently, 
some have been recently bitten by the 
economy bug, because I see some of those 
opposing this motion stood here 2 months 
with tears in their eyes pleading for the 
oppressed income-tax payers and urging 
that they be forgiven their income taxes 
for 1942 to the tune of approximately 
$3,000,000,000 when more than one-half 
of that amount had already been paid into .. 
the Treasury. Still they insist that ten 
or fifteen million dollars a year in the 
way of administrative expenses is too 
great a burden for the Federal Govern· 
ment to bear in assiSttng farmers to work 
such a crop-insurance plan. I agree that 
probably this is a heavy burden, but when 
we take into consideration the appro
priations made by the Congress for the 
relief of farmers when crops are destroyed 
on account of rains, floods, hail, storms, 
insect pests, and so forth, these amounts 
sink into insignificance, and in support 
of this statement and in justification of 
my argument, I want to quote from the 
report of the President's Committee on 
Crop Insurance submitted in House Doc
ument No. 150 in the first session of the 
Seventy-fifth Congress showing expendi· 
tures for agricultural relief during the 10-
year period ending June 30, 1936, where 
the amount totaled $615,937,000. 

The report says: 
Distressed farmers in 48 States, together 

with farmers in Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and 
Alaska received relief from the net Federal 
expenditures totaling $615,937,000 during the 
10-year period ending June 30, 1936, as 
follows: 

Alabama----------------------· $11,420,000 
Arizona-----------------------· 3, 088, 000 
Arkansas---------------------- 14,125,000 
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California-----------------=---
Colorad9----------------------Connecticut_ _________________ _ 

Delaware---------------------Florida _______________________ _ 
Georgia _______________________ . 
Idaho ________________________ _ 
llllnois _______________________ _ 
Indiana ______________________ _ 
Iowa _________________________ _ 

~ansas------------------------
~entucky ____________________ _ 
Louisiana ____________________ _ 
!4aine ________________________ _ 

Maryland __________ -----------· 
Massachusetts ________________ _ 
Minnesota ____________________ _ 

Michigan __ :... _____ --------------Mississippi_ ___________________ _ 
!4issouri ___________ ---------- -· Montana _____________________ _ 
New Hampshire _______________ _ 
New Jersey ___________________ _ 
New Mexico ___________________ _ 
New York _____________________ _ 
Nebraska _____________________ _ 
Nevada _______________________ _ 
North Carolina_ _______________ _ 
North Dakota _________________ _ 
()hio _________________________ _ 
()klahoma ____________________ _ 
()regan _______________________ _ 
Pennsylvania _________________ _ 

Rhode Island------------------· South Carolina ________________ . 
South Dakota _________________ _ 
Tennessee ____________________ _ 
Texas ________________________ _ 
Utah _________________________ _ 
Vermont _____________________ _ 

Virginia. _________ ----------- __ 
VVashington __________________ _ 
VVest Virginia _________________ _ 

VVisconsin---------------------VVyoming _____________________ _ 

Hawaii, Puerto Rico, Alaska ____ _ 
District of Columbia ___________ _ 

$11, 365, 000 
19,584,000 

222,000 
104,000 

9,446,000 
13,381,000 
7,995,000 
8,698,000 
4,223,000 
8,646,000 

32,102,000 
4,302,000 

10,013,000 
2:674,000 
4,007,000 

489,000 
31,911,000 
4,966,000 

10,611,000 
21,903,000 
24,718,000 

609,000 
3,693,000 

14,744,000 
3,451,000 

21,739,000 
2, 119,000 

11,466,000 
63,132,000 

7,403,000 
19,907,000 
3,789,000 
3,691,000 

94,000 
11,434,000 
53,362,000 

6,236,900 
71,803,000 
11,586,000 

741,000 
6,890,000 
5,363,000 
5,386,000 

12,463.000 
10,560,000 
4:043,000 

245, 000 

Total-------------------· 615,937,000 

Mr. Speaker, these contributions were 
made by the Federal Government to 
farmers for losses sustained on account 
of rains, :floods, storms, hurricanes, and 
so forth, over a period of 10 years with
out insurance. If this 10-year period was 
representative of other 10-year periods it 
would pay the losses and administrative 
expenses under the crop-insurance pro
gram for more than 20 years. Now which 
Is the cheaper to the Federal Govern
ment, the crop-insurance program or the 
crop-relief program? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from South Carolina has expired. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. HOBBS]. 

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, one of the 
best arguments I ever heard made for 
cro:r;., insurance is implicit in an episode 
in real life on a plantation in Hale 
County, Ala. One of the best Negro 
farmers in that county came to see 
the owner of the plantation to get 
his "advances" agreed on for Christmas 
anct the next year. As soon as the mis
sion had been revealed, the owner said: 
"Why, Charlie, we just had our settle
ment for this year two weeks ago. You 
had paid your account in full and had 
$700 coming to you. I paid you that 
and suggested that you put it in the 
bank. You said you were going to do 
so. You didn't owe a cent in the world, 

and ought to have $700 in the bank. 
That's more money tha:q I have. Why 
borrow money to run an next year, on 
which you'll have to pay interest, when 
you have your home, your mules, your . 
cows, your chickens, meat, and every
thing else you need and more money 
than you could possibly need to finance 
your farming operations all next year? 
What's become of your money?" 
Charlie replied: "It's still in 'the bank, 
Captain. That's where it's going to stay. 
You don't think I'm fool enough to risk 
my own money on next year's crops, 
do you?" 

That is exactly why we need crop in
surance, because no one who knows the 
perils of farming would take the risk if 
he could avoid it. No one farmer can be 
sure of a crop. He must run the risks 
of drought, :floods, excessive rains, pests, 
and other contingencies. But a hundred 
thousand farmers can each be sure of 
an average crop if they could pool their 
interests and their efforts on widely sep
arated tracts, so that good and bad 
weather and infestation of pests may be 
averaged. That is the simple reason for 
crop insurance. The spread of the cov
erage makes the insurance safe and 
takes the gamble out of the occupation. 
No farmer nor group of farmers can do 
the insuring. The Government can, and 
without risk of loss over a period of years 
if a sufficient number are insured td ob
tain the necessary spread· of coverage. 
The Cotton Belt over, or the Wheat Belt 
over, or the Corn Belt over, the risks will 
be equalized, spread, and three-fourths 
of an average crop may be safely guar
anteed. A small premium, in kind, will 
pay tho losses and the expense of ·OP
eration. 

Mr. Speaker, the Senate has faith in 
the sound venture of crop insurance. 
Its action is in disagreement with ours. 
This is now the only thing which sep
arates us from a finished enactment. 
Every other segment of the Nation's in
terest has been taken care of except 
agriculture. We are begging of you to 
do this not in any sense as a gratuity-it 
is not-but because it is a sound business 
proposition. It will cost you $2 for every 
one you save if you scuttle this ship. You 
have been paying out forty, fifty, or sixty 
million dollars a year in crop-failure 
gratuities. We are asking you to con
tinue this experiment in the soundest of 
alJ institutions, insurance; give it a 
chance to prove itself and save money 
while you are so doing. 

Mr. ELSTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOBBS. I am glad to yield to the 
distinguished gentleman. 

Mr. ELSTON of Ohio. Does not the 
gentleman believe, iLit is a sound propo
sition, that private insurance companies 
would have taken it up a long time ago? 

Mr. HOBBS. Certainly not; because 
as long as Congress deals out gratuities 
no sufficient number of farmers can be 
expected to insure their crops at their 
own expense. No private institution 
can charge a premium for doing what 
the Government gives gratuitously If, . 
however, we stick to our guns and prove 
by our continued support of our insti-

tution of crop insurance; through the 
test period of 10 years, that we mean 
business, and will not supply the dole, 
then private insurance companies would 
be glad to insure crops just as cheer
fully as they now insure lives, health, 
and property. 

C:~;op insurance is actuarially sound. 
It will prove a safe business activity if 
we support it during its infancy. It can 
be made self-sustaining, or even profit
able. Let us give it a fair chance. Let 
us not kill our own child! 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Alabama has expired. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Mis
souri [Mr. CANNON], 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, there seems to be some mis
apprehension on the part of those who 
have spoken in favor of this amend
ment. One of them referred to "the 
leadership on the other side." The truth 
about the matter is that the leadership 
in opposition to this amendment is from 
this side of the aisle. Every member 
of the subcommittee on the agricultural 
appropriation bill originally reporting 
this bill and constituting the conference 
committee submitting this conference 
report, both majority and minor-ity 
Members, after hearing the representa
tives of the Crop Insurance Administra
tion and all others interested and sifting 
the evidence and the statistics, decided 
unanimously-without a dissenting vote 
at any stage of the proceedings-that 
crop insurance ought to be abolished. 
And now an amendment is offered from 
the :floor seeking to overturn the care
fully considered judgment of those who 
have given more study to the subject 
than anyone else here this afternoon, 
and its proponents are endeavoring to 
sustain their position by charging that 
the leadership in opposition to their un
official amendment comes from the Gther 
side of the aisle. 

Let me repeat, that every member of 
the subcommittee which heard and 
studied the cost and results of crop in
surance, both Democrats and Repub
licans, has consistently opposed contin
uation of this ill-starred activity. 

And for a very good reason, Mr. Speak
er. The United States Treasury has 
taken an awful beating on crop insur
ance, and is in for a still worse beating 
in the years ahead if it is continued. I 
realize it is popular to turn to the United 
States Treasury on every occasion 
for every deficit in order to cover up the 
errors and mistakes· in every utopian 
failure. It is a simple and popular rem
edy. Just pay it out of the Treasury. It 
is perfectly all right to take any amount 
out Gf the United States Treasury at any 
time. And that pas worked for the time 
being. But the war and the heavy de
mand for revenue to support the war 
have awakened the country to the effect 
of these unwan:anted drafts on the pub
lic funds. The people are at last becom
ing Treasury conscious. And all the 
more these last few weeks since we have 
raised taxes and since taxpayers have 
made their second quarterly payment 
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and have begun to get the reaction from 
the pay-as-you-go plan. 

This House may not be interested, but 
the taxpayers will be interested to learn 
that the cost of tliis Dean Swiftian proj
ect exceeds the cost of any of these relief 
projects in relation to benefits derived. 
It costs the Government $2 for every 
dollar paid the farmer. The losses are 
stupendous and continuous. No private 
company would consider such absurd 
ratios. It is the most uneconomic, un
businesslike, impractical proposition 
ever seriously suggested even in Govern
ment finance, and it grows steadily 
worse. 

Mr. HARE. Will th2 gentleman yield? 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to 

the gentleman from South Carolina. 
Mr. HARE. Speaking of it from an 

eco~1omical standpoint, under the report 
of the President's committee, Document 
150 of the F~rst Session of the S2venty
fifth Congress, it is reported there in 
table IV that for the 10-year period end
ing June 30, 1935, the Federal Govern
ment had spent $615,937,000 for farm 
relief in the way I have referred to al
ready. This would carry the insurance 
that we now have in force for a peak of 
15 years without costing the farmer 1 
cent. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. That has 
nothing in the world to do with the pro
posal before us. It does not have the 
slightest relation from any point of view. 
And if you really want to. consider it as 
a relief project why not give the money 
directly to the farmer and thereby save 
half of the cost to the G:JVernment? 

But still more surprising-the farmers 
themselves do not want crop insurance. 
We have been given the impression by 
some of these ardent advocates of con
tinuing crop insurance that the farmer 
will pine away if he can get insurance. 
What do the reports of the Crop In
surance Corporation itself show? They 
show that notwithstanding the ef
forts of the employees of the Department 
to recruit patrons and sell insurance, the 
number taking insurance steadily 
dwindles from year to year. The farmers 
do not want it. They are not taking it. 
Those who have taken it are discontinu
ing it notwithstanding the efforts of the 
Department to retain them as clients. 
Outside of the employees of the Depart
ment who will lose their jobs if crop in
surance is discontinued and a few here 
on the floor, who from that point of view 
are serving the employees rather than 
the farmer, there is no demand for this 
huge expenditure. 

And regardless of whom those advocat
ing this . amendment represent, they do 
not represent the· taxpayers. I chal
lenge you to stop any taxpayer on the 
street or on the farm and ask him about 
saddling this heavy bur<ien on the Treas
ury. The farmers do not want it. The 
taxpayers do not want it. The members 
of the committee which has studied the 
project do not want it. And I trust the 
Members will show by their vote that the · 
House does not want it. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that the amend
ment be voted down. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion ofiered by the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. FULMER]. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division <demanded by Mr. FULMER) 
there were-ayes 82, noes 142. · · 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Thirty-four Mem-
bers have risen, not a sufficient number. 

So the · yeas and nays were refused. 
The motion was rejected. 
The SPEAKER. The question ls on 

the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Georgia lMr. TARVER]. 

The motion was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. TARVER, a motion 

to reconsider the votes by which action 
was taken on the several motions in 
connection with the conference report 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House further insist upon its 
disagreement to the Senate amendments 
that are still in disagreement and agree 
to the conference asked by the Senate, 
and that conferees be appointed. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The Speaker appointed the following 

conferees: Messrs. TARVER, CANNON of 
Missouri, SHEPPARD, WENE, LAMBERTSON, 
DIRKSEN, and PLUMLEY. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION 
BILL. 1943 

Mr. SABATH, from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted the following privileged 
resolution <H. Res. 275), which was re
ferred to the House Calendar and 
ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, etc., That immediately upon the 
adoption of this resolution the bill H. R. 2714, 
with Senate amendments thereto, be, and the 
same is hereby, taken from the Speaker's 
table; that the House further insists on dis
agreement to the Senate amendments and 
agrees to the f'urther conference requested 
by the Senate. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I call up 
House Resolution 275, and ask for its im
mediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will 
the House consider the resolution? 

The question was taken; and on a 
division <demanded by Mr. MARC
ANTONIO) there were-ayes 229_, noes 21. 

So, two-thirds having voted in the 
affirmative, the House agreed to consider 
the resolution. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 2 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, I take it that every Mem
ber knows what this resolution calls for. 
It permits the taking from the Speaker's 
table the urgent deficiency appropriation 
bill <H. R. 2714), with the Senate amend
ments thereto, in complying with the 
Senate request for.a further conference. 
The resolution provides that the House 
should further insist on disagreement to 
the Senate amendments. 

Objection on the part of the gentleman 
from New York to granting the Senate 
request for a further conference makes 
this resolution necessary. I was ap
pealed to only about 20 minutes ago 
to call a meeting of the Rules Committee 
for the reporting out o~ this resolution. 

, 

I complied not because I have been in 
favor of the House further insisting on 
disagreeing with the Senate amend
ments. 

Notwithstanding the overwhelming 
vote of the House, I am of the opinion 
that the House has acted unwisely in the 
matter of this disagreement in denying 
to appropriate for the salaries of three 
Government employel alleged to have 
been guilty of un-American activities. I 
am satisfied that in the near future, 
when prejudice will no lon;;er prevail, 
these three gentlemen, none of whom I 
have ever met-Dr. R3bert Morss Lovett, 
Dr. Goodwin B. \Vatson, and Dr. William 
E. Dodd, Jr.-will be fou..11d to be loyal, 
patriotic, and sincere American citizens. 

I am indeed gratified that each of these 
three men is of old American stock, and 
certainly they have the right under the 
Bill of Rights and the Constitution to ex
press their views in opposition to the 
Nazi-Fascist influences in our country, as 
they have done, and that is all they are 
actually guilty of. 

On careful investigation and sane ex
amination of the activities of these men, 
in the days to come, the prejudice that 
has been created against them will be 
found to have been entirely unfair and 
unjustifiable and that they have only 
acted within their rights and in the m
terests of our country under the Bill of 
Rights and the Constitution. 

I regret exceedingly that the conditions 
prevailing at this particular time have 
impelled me to take this action in bring
ing this resolution before the House. 

In all the years of my service I have 
never felt as regretful of my action as I 
do at this particular time, and I hope 
the Senate will remain steadfast in the 
position it has taken.· My action was 
prompted by the necessity for preventing 
delay in payment of the salaries of over 
4:00,000 Government employees. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to take up 
any more time. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York the same amount of time 
I have consumed. 

The SPE.AKER. The gentleman from 
New York is recognized for 2 minutes. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, this rule is 
reported unanimously by the Committee 
on Rules. As one Member of the House 
objected to sending the urgent deficiency 
appropriation bill to conference, it was 
necessary for the Committee on Rules 
to bring in a rule in order to expedite 
consideration of the bill and get it to 
conference as speedily as possible. This 
rule is brought in to expedite considera
tion of the bill because we have almost 
reached the last day of our fiscal year, 
which will be tomorrow. I am surprised 
that anyone, particularly my- distin
guished colleague from New York, should . 
have objected, because this · bill carries 
the salaries of some 400,000 civil-service 
employees, and if it does not go through 
either tonight or tomorrow morning 
there will be wailing and gnashing of 
teeth. 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FISH. Certainly I yield to the 
gentleman from New York. 
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Mr. MARCANTONIO. First of all, the 

~entleman knows that those salaries can 
be protected by a continuing resolution. 
Second, the unanimous-consent request 
that was submitted by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CANNON] provided 
that the House insist on its disagreement 
to the Senate amendments. I say that 
_the Senate amendments take out of th1s 
bill a matter which is not only extrane
ous but unconstitutional. The responsi
bility for holding up those salaries rests 
on you. 

Mr. FISH. The gentleman refers to 
an amendment upon wl:ich this House 
has passed almost unanimously two or 
three times. . The rule simply provides 
that the House further insist on its dis
agreement to the Senate amendments 
and send the bill to conference. The 
amendments in question are Senate 
amendments numbered 5 and 60, amend
ment No. 5 relating to the President's 
control over the emergency funds with 
certain limitations' upon them and No. 60 
is the so-called subversive salary amend
ment affecting the pay of three gentle
men o·n the Government pay roll, Messrs. 
Watson, Dodd, and Lovett. I hope the 
rule will be adopted unanimously. 

Mr. Speaker, although I have taken 
only 2 ·minutes, I have agreed to yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Michi
gan [Mr. HOFFMAN]. ! ·think he will not 
take the whole 3 minutes. I yield to the 
gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks at this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich
igan? 

There was no objection. 
TIME' TO QUIT FOOLIN'-APPOINT HOOVER 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, Con
gress should end-and end now-the in
decision, the hesitancy, the vacillation, 
which are typical of this administration. 

Even though, prior to the war, the 
President's experiments were certain to 
bring us national bankruptcy, the tem
porary destruction of individual oppor
tunity and the American way of life as 
our forefathers had known it, all hope 
of recovery was not obliterated. 

But, with the coming of the war, the 
President's egotism, his refusal to dele
gate tasks and authority to men of known 
ability ana independence, are character
istics which must be counteracted if the 
war is to be won, the welfare of our 
people ~nd our national existence pre-
served. · 

The history of this administration 
from its inception down to the present 
moment is one of crisis following crisis, 
emergency succeeding emergency, each 
manufactured and each used as an ex
cuse for the grasping of additional power, 
the expenditure of additional billions. 

The President has met every simu
lated emergency by the creation of a 
board or a commission or the appoint
ment of some so-called czar. Boards, 
commissions, and czars have followed 
each other in rapid successiQn. Patri
otic, self-sacrificing, independent men, 
each of whom had demonstrated his 
ability in his particular field, have been 

called to Washington by the President, 
each in turn having been assured that 
he would have- opportunity to correct 
some glaring fault in our national econ
omy or Government, and each-with but 
one exception-has found himself un
able to perform the task allotted him 
because he bas been denied the author
ity to follow his own jud{;'ment; because 
he has been hampered by the quarreling 
and bickering among the President's lit
tle would-be dictators. 

The one exception 1s Jeffers, who, 
when the bureaucrats attempted to 
hamstring him, asserted himself and has 
brought order out of the confusion in the 
rubber program. 

The stumbling block over which com
petent executives, called to aid in the 
solution ot our problems, have tripped 
and fallen is the President's egotism; his 
firm conviction that he is indispensable; 
a superman, possessed of a master mind. 
Never was an individual more mistaken. 

Chester '"Davis, like others who pre
ceded him, like some who are still in 
Washington, is a man of ability. Left 
alone, given authority, the chances are 
that he would have solved the problem 
given him. But Chester Davis has gone 
the way of all those men of energy, of 
demonstrated capabilities, and he is out. 

Another man, a man of admirable 
character; a man we all admire and 
respect, Marvin Jones, our former col
league, will now step up and be sacri
fi~ed on the altar of the President's self-
assurance. . 

It is time to quit "foolin'.'' Congress 
should take charge. The President 
played politics with the labor situation 
until it threatened serious impairment 
of our war efforts. Then, goaded by the 
people, the Congress acted. 

The food problem is, or soon will be
come, as seriom;, or· for that matter, more 
serious, than was the labor problem. 
Again, the President is playing politics, 
toying with the idea of subsidies, of 
drawing upon the general tax fund to 
appease certain pressure groups. 

Again Cong::ess should assert itself. 
Congress should create the office of di
rector of production, processing, trans
portation, and distribution of food. It 
should give the director the power to 
solve the food problems, free from inter
ference by the Chief Executive or any 
of his subordinates. 

Congress should name as that director 
a man of unquestioned patriotism, who 
has demonstrated his ability to solve the 
problem. That man is Herbert Hoover. 

Before any recess or any adjourn
ment, we should assure the country, by 
legislation of that character, that we 
mean to do our part to enable the people 
to do their part on the home front, in
sofar as feeding our civilian population, 
our armed forces, and the forces of our 
allies is concerned. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, believing 
that those opposed to any proposal in 
the House should have the right to be 
heard, I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. MARCANTONIO]. 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, 
my objection to the unanimous-consent 
request of the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. CANNON] was not made in a spirit 

of obstruction or for the purpose of hold
ing up legislation in this House. I ob
jected for the re·asons I stated when 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. FISH] 
had the floor, that the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri and the motion 
which we are now considering directs 
the House conferees to further insist 
upon the House disagreement with the 
Senate amendments. 

One of the Senate amendments elimi
nates that provision which prohibits the 
payment of salaries to three individuals 
now on the Government pay roll, Messrs. 
Dodd, Watson, and Lovett. Those of us 
who oppose this provision certainly could 
not permit the unanimous-consent re
quest to be granted without objection, nor 
can we support this motion. As we have 
never had any opportunity to vote on a_ 
motion to recede and concur in the Sen
ate amendment, I feel that this is an op
portunity to ex~ress ourselves again on 
this issue particularly because events 
since this prohibition was inserted in 
the bill emphasize all the more the rea
sons to eliminate it. 

Since the House took the position it 
did we have had a decision from the 
United States Supreme Court in the case 
of William Schneider against the United 
States dealing with the basic issue in
volved here. I wish you would read the 
decision in that case. 

I read some very pertinent portions of 
this historic ruling of the Supreme 
Court: 

The constitutional fathers, fresh from a 
revolution, did not forge a political strait
jacket for the generations to come. Instead, 
they wrote article V, and the first amend
ment, guaranteeing freedom of thought, soon 
followed. Article V contains procedural pro
visions for constitutional change by amend
ment without any present limitation whatso
ever except that no State may be deprived of 
equal representation in the Senate without 
its consent (cf. National Prohibition Cases 
(253 u. s. 350)). 

This provision and the many important 
and far-reaching changes made in the Con
stitution since 1787 refute the idea· that 
attachment to any particular provision or 
provisions is essential, or that one who advo
cates radical changes is necessarily not 
attached to the Constitution (United States 
v. Rovin (12 F. (2d) 942, 944-945)). 

As Justice Holmes said, "Surely it cannot 
show lack of attachment to the principles of 
the Constitution that [one] thinks it can be 
improved" (United States v. Schwimmer, 
supra (dissent)). 

Criticism of and the sincerity of desires to 
improve the Constitution should not be 
judged by conformity to prevailing thought, 
because "if there is any principle of the Con
stitution that more imperatively calls for 
attachment than any other, it is the princi
ple of free though1r-not free thought for 
those who-agree with us, but freedom for the 
thought that we hate." (Id. See also Chief 
Justice Hughes, dissenting in United States 
v. Macintosh, supra, p. 635.) 
- Whatever attitude we may individually 
hold toward persons and organizations that 
believe in or advocate extensive changes in 
our existing order, it should be our desire 
and concern at all times to uphoin the right 
of free discussion and free thinking to which 
we as a people claim primary attachment. 
To neglect this duty in a proceeding in which 
we are called upon to judge whether a partic· 
ular individual has failed to manifest attach
ment to the Constitution would be ironical 
indeed. 
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I submit that attachment to the Con
stitution is the only requisite for employ
ment in government. 

And again, in the same majority opinion 
the Supreme Court said: 

"With regard to the constitutional changes 
he desired, petitioner testified that he be
lieved in the nationalization of the means of 
production and exchange with compensation, 
and the preservation and utilization of our 
'democratic structure--as far as possible for 
the advantage of the working classes.' He 
stated that the 'dictatorship of the prole
tariat' to him meant 'not a government, but 
a state of things' in ·which 'the majority of 
the people shall really direct their own desti
nies and use the instrument of the state for 
these truly democratic ends.' None of this 
is necessarUy incompatible with the 'general 
political philosophy' of the Constitution as 
outlined above by the Government. It is true 
that the fifth amendment protects private 
property, even against taking for public use 
without compensation. But throughout our 
history · many sincere people whose attach
ment to the general constitutional scheme 
cannot be doubted have, for various and even 
divergent reasons, urged differing degrees of 
governmental ownership and control of nat
ural resources, basic means of production, 
and banks and the media of exchange, either 
with or wi~hout compensation. And some
thing once regarded as a species of private 
property was abolished without compensating 
the owners when the institution of slavery 
was forbidden. Can it be said that the 
author of the Emancipation Proclamation 
and the supporters of the thirteenth amend
ment were not attached to the Constitution? 
We conclude that lack of attachment to the 
Constitution is not shown on the basis of the 
changes which petitioner testified he desired 
1n the Constitution. 

You are here legislating out of office 
three men whose only crime has been 
that of being anti-Fascist. They be
longed to organizations that were en
gaged in what? They were engaged in 
aiding republican Spain, in aiding China, 
and in fighting fascism. I say there is 
not an American soldier today who would 
not get on his knees and thank God if 
we had aided China and had not sent 
scrap iron and oil to Japan, or if we had 
aided Loyalist republican Spain, which 
would have been in this war on our side, 
instead of abetting a Franco Fascist 
Spain which•is doing the work of our 
Axis enemies, or if we had stood up col
lectively with other nations against fas
cism and nazi-ism instead of having 
given our plessing to a policy of appease
ment at Munich and its consequent 
strengthening of Hitler and his satellites. 

You have· not only adopted a precedent 
which is contrary to every concept of 
democracy but you have also acted in 
violation of the Constitution. You have 
invaded the power of the Executive to 
appoint. You are now saying to the 
Executive whom he may appoint and 
whom he may not appoint. You have 
distorted the Constitution. 

Further, the preponderant majority of 
the press has been condemning your 
action editorially all over the country. 
Here you are, holding up the salaries 
of thousands of Government employees 
simply because you insist on carrying 
on a witch hunt against men whose atti
tude and whose conduct has been 100 

percent anti-Fascist, and you who insist 
on this disgraceful action, must take the 
responsibility for holding· up the salaries 
of thousands of employees. It is your 
insistence on an undemocratic, uncon
stitutional, and irrelevant provision in 
an appropriation bill which will cause 
hardship to so many faithful Govern
ment employees. I also ask you, Why 
do you not pass a continuing resolution 
so that these people may be paid? 

I say that a vote against this motion 
at this time will serve notice that the 
House does not insist on the position that 
it took-a position which is contrary to 
the fundamental concepts of democracy, 
and, what is more, not in keeping with 
the anti-Fascist character of this war. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman has expired. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

agreeing to the resolution. 
The question was taken; and on a di

vision (demanded by Mr. MARCANTONIO) 
there were -ayes 205 and noes 22. 

So the resolution was agreed to; and 
the Speaker appointed the following 
conferees: Mr. CANNON of Missouri, Mr. 
WOODRUM of Virginia, Mr. LUDLOW, Mr. 
SNYDER, Mr. O'NEAL, Mr. RABAUT, Mr. 
JoHNSON of Oklahoma, Mr. TABER, Mr. 
WIGGLESWORTH, Mr. LAMBERTSON, and 
Mr. DITTER. 
FEDERAL AID IN CONSTRUCTION OF 

RURAL POST ROADS 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. Mr. Speaker. 
I ask unanimous consent that two addi
tional conferees be appointed for the 
consideration of the bill <H. R. 2798) , to 
amend the act entitled "An act to pro
vide that the United States shall aid the 
States in the construction of rural post 
roads, and for other purposes", approved 
July 11, 1916, as amended and supple
mented, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
·The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Utah? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none 
and appoints the following conferees: 
Mr. RANDOLPH and Mr. MOTT. 

The Clerk will notify the Senate. 
INTERSTATE OIL COMPACT TO CONSERVE 

OIL AND GAS 

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of House Joint Resolution 
139, consenting to an interstate oil com
pact to conserve oil and gas: 

The Clerk read the title of the House 
joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Okla
homa? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Re
serving the right to object, this is sim
ply a renewal of the oil pact that the 
House has renewed on several other oc
casions? 

Mr. BOREN. This is the fifth time 
that the House has taken this a_ction. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. And 
it is a unanimous report from the com
mittee? 

Mr. BOREN. It is a unanimous re
port both from the Petroleum Commit
tee and the full Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I 
withdraw my reservation of objection, 
Mr. Speaker. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the consent of Con
gress is hereby given to an extension and 
renewal for a period of 4 years from Sep
tember 1, 1943, of the Interstate Compact to 
Conserve Oil and Gas, executed in the city 
of Dallas, Tex., the 16th day of February 
1935, by the representatives of Oklahoma, 
Texas, California, and New Mexico, and there
after recommended for ratification by the 
representatives of the States of Arkansas, 
Colorado, Illlnois, Kansas, and Michigan, and 
subsequently ratified by the States of New 
Mexico, Kansas, Oklahoma, Illinois, Colorado, 
and Texas, which said compact was deposited 
in the Department of State of the United 
States, and thereafter such compact was, by 
the President, present~d to the Congress and 
the Congress gave consent to such compact 
by House Joint Resolution 407, approved Au
gust 27, 1935 (Public Res. No. 64, 74th Cong.), 
and which said compact was t'hereafter ex-. 
tended and renewed for a period of 2 years 
from September 1, 1937, by an agreement 
executed in New Orleans, La., the lOth day 
of May 1937, by the representatives of the 
States of Oklahoma, Texas, Kansas, and New 
Mexico, and was duly ratified by the States 
of Oklahoma, Texas, Kansas, New Mexico, 
Illinois, and Colorado, and was deposited in 
the Department of State of the United States, 
and thereafter such extended and renewed 
compact was, by the President,. presented to 
the Congress and the Congress gave consent 
to such extended and renewed compact by 
Senate Joint Resolution 183, approved Au
gust 10, 1937 (Public Res. No. 57, 75th Cong.), 
and which said compact was thereafter ex
tended and renewed for a period of 2 years 
from September 1, 1939, by an agreement 
duly executed and ratified by the States of 
Oklahonra, Texas, Kansas, Colorado, New 
Mexico, and Michigan, and was deposited in 
the Department of State of the United States, 
thereafter such extended and renewed com
pact was, by the President, presented to the 
Congress and the Congress gave consent to 
such extended and renewed compact by 
House Joint Resolution 329, approved, July 
20, 1939 (Public Res. No. 31, 76th Cong.), 
and which said compact was thereafter ex .. 
tended and renewed for a period of 2 years 
from Septemoer 1, 1941, by an agreement 
duly executed and ratified by the States 
of Texas, Oklahoma, California, Kansas, and 
New Mexico, and was deposited in the De
partment of State of the United States, and 
thereafter such extended' and renewed com
pact was, by the President, presented to Con
gress and the Congress gave consent to such 
extended and renewed compact by House 
Joint Resolution 228, approved August 21. 
1941 (Public Law 246, 77th Cong.). 

The extended and renewed compact dated 
the 1st day of April 1943, duly executed by 
the representatives of the States of Kansas, 
Oklahoma, Texas, Colorado, New Mexico, Ar
kansas, Louisiana, and Kentucky, and whicb 
extended and :r;enewed compact has been de
posited in the Department of State -of the 
United States, reads as follows: 

AN AGREEMENT To EXTEND THE INTERSTATE 
COMPACT To CONSERVE OIL AND GAS 

Whereas, on the 16th day of February 1935, 
1n the city of Dallas, Texas, there was exe
cuted "An Interstate Compact to ConsP.rve 
Oil and Gas" which was thereafter formally 
ratified and approved by the States of Okla
home, Texas, New Mexico, Illinois, Colorado, 
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and Kansas, the original of which 1s now on 
deposit with the Department of State of the 
United States, a true copy of which follows: 
"AN INTERSTATE COMPACT TO CONSERVE OIL AND 

GAS 

"Article I 

"This agreement may become effective 
within any compacting state at any time as 
prescribed by that State, and shall become 
effective within those States ratifying it 
whenever any three of the States of Texas, 
Oklahoma, .California, Kansas, and New 
Mexico have ratified and Congress has given 
its consent, Any oil-producing State may be
come a party hereto as here~after provided. 

"Article II 
"The purpose of this compact 1s to con

serve .oil and gas by the prevention of physi
cal waste thereof from any cause. 

"Article III 
''Each State bound hereby agrees that 

within a reasonable time it will enact laws, 
or if laws have been enacted, then it agrees 
to continue the same in force, to accomplish 
within reasonable limits the prevention of: 

"(a) The operation of any. oil well within 
an inefficient gas-oil ratio. . 

"(b) The drowning with water of any 
stratum capable of producing oil or gas, or 
both oil and gas in paying quantities. 

"(c) The avoidable escape into the open 
air of the wasteful burning of gas from a 
natural gas well. 

"(d) The creation of unnecessary fire haz-
ards. · 

"(e) The drilling, equipping, locating, spac
ing, or operating of a well or wells so as to 
bring about physical waste of oil or gas in 
the ultimate. recovery thereof. 

"(f) The inefficient, excessive or improper 
use of the reservoir energy in producing any 
well. 

"The enumeration of the foregoing sub
jects shall not limit the scope of . the author
ity of any state. 

"Article IV 
"Each State bound hereby agrees that it 

will, within a reasonable time, enact statutes, 
or if such statutes have been enacted then 
that it will continue the same in force, pro
Viding in effect that oil produced in viola
tion of its valid on and/or gas conservation 
statutes or any valid rule, order or regula
tion promulgated thereunder, shall be denied 
access to commerce; and providing for strin
gent penalties for the waste of either oil 
or gas. 

"Article V 
"It is not the purpose of this compact to 

authorize the States joining herein to limit 
the ·production of oil or gas for the purpose 
of stabilizing or fixing the price thereof, or 
create or perpetuate monopoly, or to pro
mote regimentation, but is limited to the 
purpose of conserving oil and gas and pre
venting the avoidable waste thereof within 
reasonable limitations. 

"'Article VI 
"Each State joining herein shall appoint 

one representative to a commission hereby 
constituted and designated as 

"THE INTERSTATE OIL COMPACT COMMISSION, 

the duty of which said Commission shall be 
to make inquiry and ascertain from time to 
time such methods, practices, cicumstances 
and conditions as may be disclosed for bring
ing about conservation and the prevention 
of physical waste of oil and gas, and at such 
intervals as said Commission deems beneficial 
it shall report its findings and recommenda
tions to the several States for adoption or 
rejection. 

"The Commission shall have power to 
recommend the coordination of the exercise 
of the police powers of the several States 

within their several jurisdictions to promote 
the maximum ultimate recovery from the 
petroleum reserves of said States, and to 
recommend measures for the maximum ul
timate recovery of oil and gas. Said Com
mission shall organize and adopt suitable 
rules and regulations for the conduct of its 
business. 

"No action shall be taken by the Commis
sion except: (1) By the affirmative votes of 
the majority of the whole number of the 
compacting States represented at any meet
ing, and (2) By a concurring vote of a ma
jority in interest of the compacting States 
at said meeting, such interest to be deter
mined as follows: Such vote of each State 
shall be in the decimal proportion fixed by 
the ratio of its daily average production dur
ing the preceding calendar half-year to the 
daily average production of the compacting 
States during said period. 

"Article VII 
"No State by joining herein, shall become 

financially obligated to any other State, nor 
shall the breach of the terms hereof by any 
State subject such State to financial respon
sibility to the other States joining herein. 

"Article VIII 
"This compact shall expire September 1, 

1937. But any State joining herein may, 
upon 60 ~ays' notice, withdraw herefrom. 

"The representatives of the signatory $tates 
have signed this agreement in a single orig
inal which shall be deposited in the archives 
of the Department of State of the United 
States, and a duly certified copy shall be 
forwarded to the Governor of each of the 
signatory States. 

"This compact shall become effective when 
ratified and approved as provided in article 
1. Any oil-producing State may become a 
party hereto by affixing its signature to a 
counterpart to be similarly deposited, certi
fied, and ratified. 

"Done in the city of Dallas, Tex., this 16th 
day of February 1935. 

"Whereas said interstate compact was here
tofore. duly renewed ·and extended for 2 years 
from September 1, 1937, its original expiration 
date, to September 1, 1939; anti 

"Whereas said interstate compact was again 
duly renewen and extended for 2 years from 
September 1, l939, its second expiration date, 
to September 1, 1941; and 

"Whereas said interstate compact was 
again duly renewed and extended for 2 years 
from September 1, 1941, its third expiration 
date, to September 1, 1943; and 

"Whereas it is desired to again extend and 
renew said interstate compact to conserve 
oil and gas for another period of 4 years 
from September 1, 1943, its present expira
tion date, to September 1, 1947: Now, there
fore, this writing witnesseth: 

"It is hereby agreed that the said compact 
entitled 'An Interstate Compact to Conserve 
Oil and Gas' executed in the city of Dallas, 
Tex., "on the 16th day of February 1935, and 
now on deposit with the Department of State 
of the United States, a correct copy of which 
appears above, be and the same hereby is, 
extended for a period of 4 years from Sep
tember 1, 1943, its present date of expiration, 
this agreement to become etrective within 
those States joining herein when executed by 
any three of the States of Texas, Oklahoma, 
Kansas, Colorado, Arkansas, Louisiana, Ken
tucky, and New Mexico, and consent thereto 
is given by Congress. 

"The signatory States executed this agree
ment in a single original which shall be de
posited in the archives of the Department of 
State of the United States and a duly certified 
copy thereof shall be forwarded to the Gov
ernor of each of the signatory States. 

"Executid a.s of this the 1st day of April 
1943, by the several undersigned States, at 
their several capitols, through their proper 
officials thereunder duly authol'ized by 

statutes, resolutions, or proclamations of the 
several States.'~ 

SEc. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal 
the provisions of section 1 is l).ereby expressly 
reserved. 

The resolution was ordered to be en
grossed an.d read a third time, was read 
the third time, and passed, and a motion 
to reconsider was laid on the table. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks in the RECORD and include therein 
the leading editorial from the New York 
Times of today, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION 
BILL-CONFERENCE REPORT 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may have until midnight tonight to file 
a conference report and statement on 
the bill (H. R. 2719) making appropria
tions for the Department of the Interior 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1944, 

. and for other purposes. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Okla
homa? 

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

{By unanimous consent, Mr. BECK
WORTH was granted permission to extend 
his own remarks in the RECORD.) 

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
and include a speech made by Gen. C. S. 
Adams. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
and include certain correspondence. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. HORAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks and include therein a speech. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
(By ~unanimous consent, Mr. SABATH 

and Mr. DIRKSEN were granted permis
sion to revise and extend their own 
remarks.) 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to revise and ex
tend the remarks I made and to include 
excerpts from the decision of the United 
States Supreme Court. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
HON. MARVIN JONES 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was· no objection. 
Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Speaker. 

Judge Marvin Jones has been appointed 
by the President as Food Administrator 
to take the place of Mr. Chester Davis. 

- Judge Jones was general chairman of the 
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so -called United Nations Food Confer
ence held at Hot Springs, Va. As I have 
polnted out heretofore, that assemblage 
w.2s composed almost entirely of devotees 
of the planning cult, that its primary 
r:mp:Jse was not the consideration of food 
but the planning of a new world order 
along communistic lines and a superstat~ 
to rule it. 

It will be interesting now to observe 
what part Judge Jones will play in this 
movement as food administrator of the 
United States. How and to what extent 
will lle use the highly strategic position 
he now holds to regiment our American 
farmers as well as our whole population 
i.a accordance with the underlying 
schemes of the world planners? 

Will Judge Jones use his high position 
to intensify the presen~ New Deal con
trols and interferences in agriculture that 
already have our farming population in a 
state of virtual slavery? Will he also in
auo-urate more direct measures for• com
m~nizing agriculture in the United 
States? Should it be surprising to any
one if he should use the high office to 
which he has been appointed to carry out 
thE:se ends, knowing that he presided over 
the Hot Springs conclave where the Rus
sian delegation was given top position and 
which by his action~:! he heartily approved? 

EXTE...~SION OF REMARKS 

(By unanimous consent, Mr. GRANT of 
Alabama was granted permission to re
vise and extend his own remarks in the 
RECORD.) 

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. l\ir. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include 
therein an article. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Iowa? 

There was no objection. 
'Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the appendix of the RECORD 
and include therein a newspaper ~.rticle. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. ROWAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include an 
editorial from the Washington News. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. ROWAN. Mr. Speaker, I also ask 

unanimous consent to extend my re
marks in the RECORD and include an edi
torial from the Chicago Sun. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi
nois? 

There was no objection. 
CALL OF CALENDAR WEDNESDAY 

DISPENSED WITH 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the call of- the 
calendar on Wednesday of this week be 
dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of th_e gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION 
FOR THE FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 
30, 1943 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Spea!{er, I ask unanimous co:dsent that 
the Committee on Appropriations may 
have until midnight tonight to file a con
ference report and statement on the bill 
(H. R. 2714) making appropriations to 
supply urgent deficiencies in certain ap
propriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1943, and for prior fiscal years, 
and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis
souri? 

There was no object~on. 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri submitted 

the following conference report and 
statement: 

CONFERENCE REPORT 

The committee of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Hou£es on certain 
amendments o1 the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
2714) "making appropriations to supply ur
gent deficiencies in certain appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June SO, 1943, and for 
prior fiscal years, and for other purposes," . 
having met, after full and free conference, 
have agreed to recommend and do recom
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

Amendment Numbered 5: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate to the amendment of the 
House to Senate amendment numbered 5, and 
agree to the same; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment Numbered 60: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 60, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
Restore the matter stricken out by such 
amendment, amended to read as follows: 

"SEc. 304 . No part of any appropriation, al
location, or fund (1) which is made available 
under or pursuant to this Act, or (2) which iS 
now, or which is hereafter made, available 
under or pursuant to any other Act~ to any 
department, agency, or instrumentality of the 
United States, shall be used, after November 
15, 1943, to pay any part of· the salary, or 
other compensation for the personal services, 
of Goodwin B. Watson, William E. Dodd, 
Junior, and Robert Morss Lovett, unless prior 
to such date such person has been appointed 
by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate: Provided, That this 
section shall not operate to deprive any s_uch 
person of payment for leaves of absence or 
salary, or of any refund or reimbursement, 
which have accrued prior to November 15, 
1943: Provided further, That this section 
shall not operate to deprive any such person 
of payment for services performed as a mem
ber of a jury or as a member of the. armed 
forces of the United. States nor any benefit, 
pension, or emolument resulting therefrom." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
The committee of conference report in 

disagreement amendment numbered 61. 

I 

CLARENCE CANNON, 
C. A. WOODRUM, 
LOUIS LUDLOW, 

JOHN TABER, 

R. B. WIGGLESWORTH, 
W. P. LAMBERTSON, 
J. W. DITTER, 

Managers on the part of tfte House. 
KENNETH MCKELLAR, 
MILLARD E. TYDINGS, 
GERALD P. NYE, 
H. C. LODGE, Jr., 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House at 
the further conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on Senate amend
ments numbered 5, 60, and 61 to the bill (H. 
R. 2714) making appropriations to supply 
urgent deficiencies· in certain appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and 
for prior fiscal years, and for other purposes, 
submit the following statement in explana
tion of the etrect of the action ag-reed upon 
and recommended in the accompanying con
ference report as to each of such amend
ments, namely: 

No. 5: The original House bill carries pro
vision extending until June 30, 1944, the un
expended balance in the President's emer
gency fund on .June 30, 1D43. To this provi- · 
sian the House added a prohibition on the use 
of the fund for making allocations to the 
National Resources Planning Board and the 
Farm Security Administration. The Senate 
struck out this provision and inserted lan
guage of a general character restricting the 
use of the fund. The House adopted the 
Senate proposed language modified so as to 
make exemptions for the Army, Navy, State 
Department, and Office of Strategic Services 
but left the Senate language applicable to all 
other Federal agencies. The Senate accepted 
the House modification of the Senate lan
guage but added a further exception for the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation. The con
ference agreement omits the original House 
amendment re!ating to the National Re
scm·ces Planning Board and the Farm Secu-

·rity Administration, but retains the proposed 
Senate language as modified by the House, 
and later modified by the Senate, to except 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

No. 60: The House bill, by section 304, 
contains a prohibition on the use of any 
Federal funds, after the date of the enact
ment of the bill, for continuing in Federal 
employment Goodwin R. Watson, William E. 
Dodd, Jr., and Robert Morss Lovett. The 
Senate struck out this section. The con• 
ference agreement restores the section modi· 
fled so as to prohibit the use of Federal funds 
for their employment after -November 15, 1943, 
unles~ such p~rsons, prior to that date, have 
been appointed by the President by and with · 
the advice and consent of the Senate. 

No. 61: Corrects a section number; the 
amendment is reported in disagreement. The 
House managers will move to recede and con
cur in the Senate amendment with an 
amendment correcting the section number 
and im:erting a paragraph to make appropri• 
ations in the bill, or portions of appropria· 
tions, available for obligation in the fiscal 
year 1944, retroactive to July 1, 1943. 

CLARENCE CANNON, 
C. A. WOODRUM, 
LOUIS LUDLOW, 
JOHN TABER, 
R. B. WIGGLESWORTH, 
W. P. LAMBERTSON, 

. J. ,V. DITTER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Under previous order 
of the House, the gentleman from Mich· 
igan [Mr. ENGEL] is recognized for 40 
minutes. 

WAR PRODUCTION COST 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, the War 
Department Subcommittee of the House 
Appropriations Committee, whose duties 
are to originate, draft, and steer through 
the House and defend in conference the 
War Department appropriation bills, is 
constituted of seven members of whom 
I am one. 
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This places upon me a direct respon

sibility not only for appropriating War 
Department moneys but to see that this 
money is well spent. I have tried to dis
charge that duty to the best of my ability. 
In April 1942 I determined to study pro
duction costs in our defense plants man
ufacturing Vlar Department material 
and equipment. 

I was determined to learn just why a 
medium tank which weighs 30 tons costs 
$90,000. Why a 105-mm. gun on two 
wheels costs $21,000 and $83,000 on a 
self-propellingmount, and whyaSpring
field rifie was costing us $60 each when 
a commercial rifle costs much less. I was 
determined to learn just why material 
was costing us what it does cost. The 
costs given are those furnished by the 
War Department to the subcommittee of 
the Appropriations Committee. They in
clude spare parts, testing costs, freight, 
and other charges up to the time these 
weapons are delivered at some place in 
the United States, where they can be 
turned over to the fighting forces. 

AUTHORITY FOR VISITING PLANTS 

In November 1942 I asked the Under 
Secretary of War for a letter of authority 
authorizing me, as a member of this sub
committee, to go into any defense plant 
in the United States, inspect the plant 
and records, take copies· of production 
records and costs, and see just what they 
were doing with the money our committee 
was appropriating for this Department. 
After some delay and some hesitation, I 
received the letter from the Under Secre
tary of War. 

Maj. Gen. Levin Campbell, Chief of 
Ordnance, immediately gave me letters to 
every ordnance plant to which I wanted 
to go. This officer from the beginning 
gave me all the assistance he could, tak
ing the position that "if there is anything 
wrong we want to know it. If we can im
prove methods, we want to do so. If you 
can help us to become more efficient, we 
Will appreciate your help." I want to 
express my appreciation. 

I ~lso wish to express my appreciation 
for the sympathetic help given l1le by 
both the gentleman from Missouri, Rep
resentative CLARENCE CANNoN, chairman 
of the Appropriations Committee, and 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Rep
resentative BuELL SNYDER, chairman of 
the War Department subcommittee of 
the Appropriations Committee. They 
assured me they would give me all the 
support I needed and do anything in 
their power to correct any matter that 
needed correcting in the production pro..: 
gram. 

I approached the factory management 
in the spirit of cooperation, My ap
proach was something like this: "My 
name is ENGEL. I am a Member of Con
gress, representing the Ninth District of 
Michigan. I am here to have you edu
cate me so I can do a better job in spend
ing your money, I have a. right to ask 
and shall expect your fullest cooperation. 
I want facts, just facts." 

I started my trip January 29, 1943, and 
spent 44 days inspecting 47 plants I 

spent 2 weeks in General Motors, Chry
sler, and Ford's. I received on the whole 
splendid cooperation from everyone for 
whi<'h I am profoundly grateful. I -saw 
the factories convert raw ore and scrap 
into everything from a. rifle barrel to a 
16-inch gun ready to go into action. 

WHAT WAS FOUND 

Production: No one who has studied 
the problems, as I have tried to study 
them, can spend 44 days going through 
plants and seeing the wheels of produc
tion roll without coming to the conclu
sion: 

Flrst. That on the whole we are doing 
a magnificent job of production; 

Second. That labor, as a whole, has 
worked faithfully and well and that labor 
is entitled to a full share of the credit 
for such production; and 

Third. That the conversion of peace
time plants into war production plants 
has been the most amazing chapter in 
the industrial history of the world and 
both to management and labor, from 
the head of the production plants on 
down to the lowest-paid worker, must 
go great credit. 

After having visited the 47 production 
plants, I spent a. day at the Aberdeen 
Proving Grounds with a group headed 
by the Chief of Ordnance. I watched 
them opzrate various types of equipment 
and saw them fire everything from a 
carbine up to an 8-inch gun, with c.om
petent officers explaining the effective
ness and the wartime use of each piece of 
equipment. 

\Vith another group I spent several 
more days in going through the Signal 
Corps establishment at Monmouth, N.J.; 
the Chemical Warfare plant at Edge
wood Arsenal; and tqe engineering can
tonment at Fort Belvoir, Va. 

We saw demonstrations of chemical 
warfare equipment, the firing of various 
types of weapons; we saw demonstra
tions of radar, the latest equipmert of 
the Signal Corps; and ended the trip by 
examinging engineering equipment at 
Fort Belvoir and watching the demon
stration of an engineering battalion tak
ing a beachhead under simulated artil
lery, machine-gun, and airplane at
tacks. No one can see this demonstra
tion without becoming impressed with 
the fact that we do have the most mod
ern and effective war equipment in the 
world. 

It gives one confidence and faith in 
the armed forces and great credit must 
go to the leadership of Maj. Gen. Levin 
Campbell, chief of ordnance; Maj. Gen. 
T. J. Hayes, in charge of production; and 
Maj. Gen. G. M. Barnes, in charge of 
research and the development of new 
products and who is undoubtedly one of 
the outstanding ordnance experts in the 
world. · 

COSTS 

Before I go into detail and discuss the 
question of costs, I want to make these 
observations: First, the appropriations 
required by war agencies have been so 
great they are incomprehensible to the 
average citizen. Many reasons can and 

will be given for such costs. I shall 
point out repeatedly items where costs 
are excessive. 

However, the principal reason why, in 
my judgment, such prohibitive costs 
have been possible is that 'the adminis
tration, and those representing the ad
ministration, have continually measured 
all progress in war production by the 
amount of money or the number of dol
lars spent. 

The ppblic is informed that we are 
spending three, four, or five billion dol
lars, or more a month and the public 
takes it for granted that because we are 
spending large sums of money that we 
are making great progress. This not 
only discourages economy but actually 
encourages waste. The more a depart
ment or service can spend, the more 
credit it is given for having made prog
ress in war production. It is this fact, I 
believe, more than any other, that is re
sponsible for the tremendous costs in 
our war program. 

Measuring of progress in production 
by the number of dollars spent should be 
stopped. We should measure that prog
ress by telling the public frankly how 
many planes, how many tanks, how 
many guns, and how much equipment 
of various types we are making. Fear of 
having the enemy know these facts is no 
longer a reason for not doing so. 
THE TAXPAYER EVENTUALLY PAYS PAY-ROLL COSTS 

AND CORPORATION PROFITS 

I have taken the position that the 
extent to which a corporation is engaged 
in government business in wartime, that 
corporation's pay roll is a Government 
pay roll because it is the taxpayer who 
actually meets that pay roll. I have 
taken the position that the extent to 
which that corporation is engaged in war 
production, to that extent the profits are 
being paid by the taxpayer and the tax
payer has a right to know the facts, both 
as to pay roll and profits. 

CORPORATION PROFITS 

I believe in the capitalistic form of 
government. I believe . in the profit 
system. I believe that a company en
gaged in any type of business, whether 
public or private, is entitled to a rea
sonable profit, sufficient to set aside a 
surplus to act as a cushion against an
other depression. It should be allowed 
to set aside money for reconversion to 
peacetime industry. On the other hand, 
I do not believe that any company is 
entitled to excess profits. No corpora
tion should be permitted to take 20 per
cent profit when that profit is paid for by 
taxpayers whose tax exemptions have 
been brought down as low as $500 and 
by bond buyers ·who are receiving a low 
rate_ of interest on the money they are 
lending to the Government. 

I believe in decent wages. I believe in 
skilled labor being paid and paid well. 
You have in war industries many skilled 
men, toolmakers, diemakers, and others. 
I was fascinated as I watched these men 
work. It takes years to make an expert 
diemaker. 
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Should the worker who operates a 
simple machine that he can learn to 
operate in 2 or 3 weeks be paid as 
much, or more, than the skilled crafts
men who built the die which· makes it 
possible for the workman to turn out 
his work? That is the issue that I wish 
to present to this House and let no one 
misquote me or misunderstand me. I 
repeat-! believe in good wages, I believe 
in decent profits. I am opposed to excess 
profits. I am also opposed to giving the 
unskilled worker the pay of the skilled 
worker who is compelled to serve an 
apprenticeship of years before he is en
titled to the wages of a master workman. 

EXCERPTS FROM PLANT NOTES 

I took notes as I walked through the 
various plants with the superintendent, 
foremen, and others. Before I retired 
at night, I would rewrite the notes and 
write down my impressions on a porta
ble typewriter. I want to give you a few 
excerpts from the notes I took. It will 
give you some idea of the impression the 
trip left on my mind. I am hoping that 
by doing so I can best give you the same 
kind of an impression. 

I walked through a plant with the 
superintendent. I pointed to a young 
girl welding and the following conversa
tion took place: 

Question. How old is that girl? 
Answer. Eighteen years old. 
Question. Where did she come from? 
Answer. Kresge's Dime Store, selling rib-

bons. 
Question. How much does she make? 
Answer. Sixty-five dollars a. week. 

This is pay at the rate of $3,380 a year. 
The base pay of a major in the Army is 
$3,000. Other girls still work at the rib
bon counter for $18 a week and pay in
come taxes to help the Government pay 
this girl $65 a week. 

Question. How much experience d.oes she 
have to have? 

Answer. From 2 to 6 weeks. 

· In driving out of a town I passed a 
mile and a half of automobiles-workers 
going to a 7:30 a.m. shift at a war pro
duction plant. I visited the bank 
cashiers in surrounding towns of 1,000 
people or more from the area in which 
these people live. I interviewed the 

,cashiers with a result something like 
this: 

Question. Who are these people working 
in the factories? 

An::;wer. They are farmer boys, gas-station 
attendants, grocery-sto~e clerks, drygoods
store clerks, former automobile salesmen, etc. 

Question. Do you cash their checks in your 
bank? 

Answer. Yes. 
Question. How much do they make? 
Answer. Anywhere from $120 to $220 every 

2 weeks. 
Question. Do they have any special skill? 
Answer. H--1, no. They were hauling ma

nure last fall, digging potatoes, husking corn, 
pumping gas, selling groceries, drygoods, etc. 

Farmer boys are making more money 
1n a factory in 1 year than the farm is 
worth upon which their father has been 
trying to pay a mortgage for a lifetime. 

I go through a Government arsenal. 
The superintendent informed me lie is 
being paid $6,500 a year after 38 years of 

service. A defense plant offered his 
$4,000-a-year assistant foreman, $6.500, 
plus a $5,000 bonus, or ·$11,500 a year. 

The base pay of Gen. George C. Mar
shall, Chief of Staff; Gen. Douglas Mac
Arthur, commanding the Pacific Area; 
Gen. Dwight Eisenhower, commanding 
the allied forces in Africa; Gen. H. H. 
Arnold, Chief of the United States Army, 
is $10,200. 

Tank welders in other factories, after 
4 weeks of training, are being paid $67 
a week. Girls in still another plant, after 

· 2 to 3 weeks of training are earning as 
much as $269.72 a month for a 48-hour 
week. This is pay at the rate of $3,236 
a year. Other girls receive $146 for 2 
weeks for work assembling oil pumps. 
This is pay at the rate of $3,800 a year. 
The base pay of a lieutenant colonel in 
the Army is $3,500, while the base pay of 
a colonel in the Army is $4,000 a year. 

Thousands of other girls in the coun
try are being paid $18, $20, and $25 a 
week, with income tax exemptions lowered 
to $500 and paying taxes and buying 
bonds so their good sisters with no more 
training can be paid $65 to $75 a week. 
Machine-gun assemblers are being paid 
from $4,700 to $8,740 a year. The base · 
pay of Lt. Gen. Brehon B. Somervell is 
$8,500 a year. He is in command of the 
entire supply system of the Army from 
tanks and 16-inch guns down to pistols. 
He has control of billions of dollars worth 
of contracts. He is charged with the re
sponsibility of spending billions upon bil
lions of dollars in clothing, feeding, trans
porting, and equipping the Army upon 
the battlefields of the world. His base 
pay is $8,500 a year, or $240 less than some 
machine-gun assemblers assembling a 
.50 caliber machine gun. 

Soldiers and sailors at Bataan, Pearl 
Harbor, Tunisia, Bizerte, on battleships, . 
cruisers, destroyers, submarines, on air
plane bombers, all have to learn not only 
to take down and assemble these same 
machine guns blindfolded, but have to 
learn to operate them. Some of them get 
as little as $50 a month. 

When they come back they will have 
to pay an income tax the rest of their 
lives to pay back the money we borrowed 
so these factory machine-gun assemblers 
can be paid from $4,700 to $8,740 a year. 

I am wondering what will happen when 
they do come back. The Government 
pays $55.80 a week in pay and per diem 
to girls while learning to mend shoes. 
The same Government pays $50 a month 
to the young men in the service who are 
wearing those shoes. · 
·There are two factories in the same city 

owned by the same company and both 
engaged in war production: The first is 
paying an average of 99 cents an hour, 
the second $1.42 an hour. The workers 
in the first ,factory average earnings of 
$2,115 a year while the workers in the 
second factory average earnings of $3,650 
a year. 

Can we wonder why there are labor 
troubles and why the strikes? 

A farmer came to my office in the inter
est of the Farm Security Administration 
pleading for more credit for the farmer. 
He told me of a neighbor's boy who is 
working in a defense plant and who had 

spent the Sunday before at his home. 
The young man had two kicks: The first, 
prices were too high; and the second, he 
was losing $32 because he had not been 
able to work that Sunday. Millions- of 
workers in America are still working for 
low wages, some for pre-war wages 
which have not kept pace with sky
rocketing costs of living. 
SUMMARY AND OVER-ALL PICTURE ON COMPANIES 

WHOSE PLANTS I VISITED 

Factory pay rolls of the companies 
whose plants I visited and whose reports 
I was able to obtain, including General 
Motors, Ford, Chrysler, and General 
Electric, excluding Government arsenals, 
show an aggregate total pay roll for the 
year 1942 of $2,316,041,747. The total 
number of employees working in these 
plants aggregated 850,522. Their aver
age annual earning for the year 1942 was 
$2,725. The total number of man-hours 
worked for the year was 1,706,484,931. 
The average amount paid for each hour 
actually worked was $1.35. While fac
tories were on a 48-hour basis, in most 
instances lay-offs because of lack of ma
terial, absenteeism, sick leave, vaca
tion leave, and other causes, brought the 
actual number of hours worked down to 
an average of 38.6 hours for each week 
for the year. 

I was not able to obtain the total num
ber of stockholders in all of the com
panies surveyed but it is interesting to 
note that the 6 companies, including 
Chrysler, General Motors, and General 
Electric, but excluding Ford, have a total 
of 764,364 stockholders. It is my judg
ment that the entire group of corpora
tions surveyed have more than 800,000 
stockholders with an average of 850,522 
employees. These companies have near
ly as many stockholders as th~y have 
employees. Corporations, after all, are 
just aggregations of individuals. 

SURVEY OF GOVERNMENT ARSENALS 

Five Government arsenals located in 
four States in the eastern half of the 
United States show an aggregate pay roll 
for 1942 of $108,474,270. These arsenals 
had an average number of 50,464 em
ployees during the year 1942 while the 
average earnings per employee during 
the year 1942 wSts approximately $2,130. 

DETAILED INl lRMATION AND FACTS 

In addition to the general facts in the 
summary above given, I submit herewith 
detailed facts taken from pay rolls and 
earnings given me by plant superintend
ents or taken from the . records. 

At first I did not expect to use the 
company name; however, for fear that 
t.lJ.e statement might be questioned and 
to give an opportunity for correcting 
errors, if there are errors, I shall give 
the name of each company. 

At the General Motors Fisher tank 
plant welders train 4 to 6 wee~s. and 
now make $67 per 48-hour week with a 

-base pay of $1.29 per hour. 
At the Diesel plant, at Detroit, women 

18 years old and up earn as high as 
$269.72 per month for a 48-hour week, 
on jobs that I was told took them from 
2 to 3 weeks to learn. Toolmakers in 
1942 were making from $525 to $625 !Jer 
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month. Operational valve grinders 
made $293 per month, and I was told it 
took from 6 to 8 weeks to learn this job. 
Sweepers earned $200 to $210 per month. 

I asked employers for a table showing 
the three men who had the highest earn
ings for the year 1942 and the three men 
who had the lowest earnings in each 
craft. I also asked for the same infor
mation for the month of December 1942, 
with the following results: 

Springfield Armory: Drop forgers 
showed earnings per employee during 
the year 1942 ranging from $3,370 to 
$4,858. Barrel straighteners from $2,540 
to $4,169. Barrel riflers from $2,567 to 
$3,940. Carpenters from $2,515 to $3,111. 
Die sinkers from $3,771 to $4,906. Elec
tricians from $2,458 to $3,597. Opera
tional machine grinder~ from $2,352 to 
$2,916. Operational machine punch 
press from $1,902 to $2,895. Toolmakers 
from $3,455 to $4,103. 

Rock Island Arsenal machinists were 
paid from $39.20 to $65.57 per week. 
Laborer, classified, from $24.40 to $37.71. 
Toolmakers from $42 to $69.60. Machine 
operators, lathe, from $37.60 to $62.64. 
Ml:!.chine operator, driller, from $28 to 
$46.40 and tool designers from $44.24 to 
$62.50. The highest paid men in the 
Rock Island Arsenal were, first, drop 
forgers. Their wages ranged from $3,370 
to $4,858 per year. Second highest, bar
rel straighteners whose wages ranged 
from $2,540 to $4,169. Third highest, 
barrel riflers, whose wages ranged from 
$2,567 to $3,940. I have many more 
items, but this will give an idea of what 
the pay is at Government arsenals. 

Colts Patent Fire Arms Manufacturing 
Co.: The highest paid labor I found was 
in the plants of this company. This 
company, I was informed, attempted, 
through the War Labor Board, to read
just its wages trying to bring up the 
lower paid group and reducing the higher 
paid group, but I was informed, was 
unsuccessful. 

I am including a copy of their report 
to me of the annual earnings of the 
highest and lowest paid employees in the 
group known as machine-gun assemblers 
who are assembling .50 caliber machine 
guns, machine gun filers, and others. 
Out of the 25 machine-gun assemblers 
in this high-low grOl,lP, 5 earned in 1942 
from $8,000 to $8,741; 7 earned from 
$7,000 to $8.000; 7 more earned from 
$6,000 to $7,000; 4 earned from $5,000 to 
$6,000, and out of the 25 only two earned 
less than $5,000 during 1942, 1 who earned 
$4,959. 72, and 1 earned $4,788. Twelve 
out of the 25 received more than $7,000 
and 22 out of the 25 earned more than 
$6,000, all in 1942. These men assembled 
.50 caliber maehine guns after they are 
manufactured, each one assembled a cer
tain part. of the gun. The average num
ber of hours worked per employee in 
1942 was 47.9. 

The $8,741 a year paid to the highest 
paid of these machine-gun assemblers is 
$241 a year more than the base pay of 
Lt. Gen. Brehon B. Somervell, the Chief 
of the Service of Supply of the entire 
United States Army, who is charged with 
the responsibility of procuring and fur-

nishing and supplying on every front in 
the world what we are told will be an 
army of 11,000,000 men with clothes, 
food, fighting equipment, ammunition, 
and so forth. 

Think of paying a machine-gun as
sembler $241 a year more than the base 
pay of Lieutenant General Stillwell, who 
commands the armed forces in the Chi
nese theater. 

Is there anyone in or out of labor cir
cles who can look those facts in the face 
and justify them? 

Is there anyone in this country of ours 
who has a son in the service who can 
look that son in the eye and defend pay 
rolls such as these when, in the final 
analysis, the money to meet these pay 
rolls has to be borrowed and will ulti
mately have to be paid in taxes by that 
son, should he be fortunate enough to 
come back from the war? 

I am wondering just what these 11,-
000,000 men will say when they are dis
charged from the Army, Navy, and Ma
rine Corps and resume their places in 
ci viii an life. · 

I am inserting in the RECORD exhibit 
A, which gives the facts on .50-caliber 
machine-gun assemblers. It shows the 
amount that employees earnEd, straight 
earnings, overtime, other bonuses and 
total earnings for the years 1941 and 
1942. I have left the names of the em
ployees blank. 

If anyone would like to have the names 
of any particular case shown there, I 
shall be glad to furnish the name of the 
employee so he can check it back. 

The total earnings for these 25 em
ployees for the year 1941 was $87,017.64. 
These same employees earned in 1942, 
$171,915.32, or approximately twice the 

amount they earned in 1941. Their 
straight earnings in 1941 were $71,926.47 
and in 1942, $134,775.52. Overtime In 
1941 was $10,854.94 and in 1942 overtime 
was $28,674.25. Other bonuses in 1941 
were $4,236.23 and in 1942, $8,465.55. 

Machine-gun filers: The recorn shows 
that of the 44 .50-caliber machine-gun 
filers in the Colts Patent Fire Arms Man
ufacturing Co., 2 were paid $8,000 to 
$8,230; five between $7,000 and $8,000; 
10 between $6,000 and $7,000; 18 between 
$5,000 and $6,000; 6 between $4,500 and 
$5,000 and 2 between $4,200 and $4,-
500; and 1 of the 44 was paid $2,928. 
Out of the 44 only 9 made less than 
$5,000 during that year. 

I" am also enclosing the break-down 
of the pay roll of these 44 men. This 
break-down shows that the aggregated 
total earnings in 1941 was $155,858.34 and 
in 1942 these same men earned $260,-
503.62. Their straight earnings for the 
year 1941 were $129,727.32, while their 
straight earnings for 942 were $201,-
275.84. Their overtime earnings in 
1941 were $19,500 and in 1942, $44,020. 
Other bonuses paid them in 1941 were 
$6,630 and in 1942, $15,207. 

In case after case these people earned 
more than twice as much in 1942 as 
they earned in 1941 and then we talk 
about inflation. These are not isolated 
cases as you will find similar cases in 
other companies. Let us take some of 
these facts into consideration when we 
talk of inflation, roll-back of prices and 
subsidies. 

Jack & Heintz, Inc.: I was only able 
to obtain the factory pay-roll break
down on this plant for the last 3 months 
of 1942-for October, November, and De
cember: 

October November December Total 
------------·---------------------1--------l---------l----------------
Straight time wages·-----------------------·------------- ~ 829, 273. 12 ~912, 244.45 ~1, 029,969. 99 ~ 2, 771, 487. 56 
Overtime premiums----------·-----·--------------------- 195,553. 70 252,589.31 248,465.00 696,608.97 
Night shift premiums____________________________________ 32, 277.46 39,295.40 44,481. 27 116, 054. 13 

g~~~~t~:~~~~~~~~~~-s~===========:=================:: ·--~~~~~~~~~~- :::::::::::::: ---g44;3oo~oo- ~ll: ~88: gg 
TotaL •••• --------------···--------····-··-··-····· 1, 174, 104.28 I, 204,129.16,-2-, 26·-7-,-2-1-7.-2-2-:1--4.-6-45-,4-50-.66-

This factory pay roll shows that for 
the 3 months of the total pay roll $4,645,-
450, $2,771,487 was straight pay while 
$1,873,963 was overtime, and other pre
miums and bonuses included $944,300 
Christmas bonuses. The total number 
of man-hours for the 3 months was 
2,497,135. The average pay was $1.86 per 
hour. The average number of employees 
for the 3 months was 3,593. The average 
employee received for the 3 months 
$1,293, or an average of $431 per month, 
or at the rate of an average annual earn
ing of $5,172. This pay for 3 months is 
broken down as straight wages $773, 
bonuses paid $520, including $260 Christ
mas bonus, per employee. 

Continental Motors Corporation
Muskegon, Mich., plant: The average 
number of employees that this plant em
ployed during 1942 was 4,470. The total 
wages paid for the year was $14,135,000. 
This shows that the average earnings per 
employee at this plant for the year 1942 
was $3,162, The total number of hours 

actually worked was 9,903,865, which 
brought the average hourly · earnings to 
approximately $1.42 an hour. 

Let me emphasize again that factory 
pay rolls which are incurred in the pro
duction· of war material which is being 
paid for by taxes and bonds are not con
fidential and to the extent that these 
pay rolls are incurred in war production, 
they are public pay rolls and the public 
is entitled to have the facts. 

I asked for and obtained the three 
highest and the three lowest paid em
ployees~ for each classification for the 
year 1942. This record shows as fol
lows: The workers in the ·crankshaft 
department were paid from $3,643 to 
$3,915 for the year; :flywheel workers 
were paid from · $3,489 to $4,258, men 
engaged in shipping motors received 
from $3,148 to $4,536. The motor test 
department employees were paid from 
$3,300 to $4,318; handscrew machine op
erators were paid from $3,633 to $4,983. 
Out of nine workers representing the 
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- three highest and the three lowest in 
this department, only one worker re
ceived less than $4,100 and only three 
workers received less than $4,500. Two 
elevator operators were paid $3,277 and 
$3,165. Automatic screw machine op
erators earned from $4,380 to $5,185. 
Punch press operators received from 
$3,860 to $4,957; ~arpenters were paid 
from $3,468 to $3,984, while electricians 
were paid from $3,918 to $4,529. Jani
tors were paid from $2,850 to $3,196 for 
the year, while toolroom workers were 
paid from $3,671 to $5,906 for the year 
1942. Welders received from $3,862 to 
$4,267. Tool designers were paid $4,963 
to $7,299. Aircraft assemblers were paid 
from $4,047 to $4,881. Aircraft testers 
were paid from $4,202 to $4,795. Engi
neers were paid from $3,114 to $4,579. 
The highest janitor was paid more than 
the lowest paid engineer. These are the 
amounts actually paid these employees 
during the year 1942. 

. I also asked fm- the monthly earnings 
for these employees for December 1942, 
showing the actual earnings for the 40-
hour week, plus bonuses for overtime, 
and so forth. This factory was on a 
three-shift basis, so outside of the tool 
room and one or two other departments 
t:1ere would be comparatively little over
time beyond the 48-hour week. There 
are a number of cases where the amount 
of bonus paid exceeds the 40-hour earn
ings. For instance, December earnings 
of one stock chaser was given as $201.48 
straight time, while his overtime bonus 
was $283.56, making total earnings for 
the month of $485.04. In the experi
mental department one man received for 
the month of December $239 and $215 
for overtime, making a total of $454 for 
the month. In the service stock depart
ment one man's actual earnings were 
$405, of which approximately $196 was · 
straight time and $208 was overtime. 

I also have a break-down of the ma
chine-shop department's pay roll for the 
2-week period ending December 13, 1942. 
Total of hours worked for the 2-week 
period was 109,652. Total bonus hours 
worked, 17,827. Total hours paid, 127,480. 
The regular earnings were $67,718.30, 
while the bonus earnings were $90,267.92, 
and the total earnings for this depart
ment for the 2 weeks were $157,986.22. 
In department after departm~nt the 
bonuses exceeded the regular earnings 
for the same period. 

The machine-assemblers department 
for the same 2-week period ending De
cember 13, 1942, showed the total hours 
worked was 225,993. The total hours 
paid was 282,403. The bonus hours were 
56,412. The regular earnings were $123,-
624.33. The bonus earnings in this de
partment were $283,548.05, or more than 
twice the regular earnings, while the 
total earnings were $407,172.38. Here 
are departments whose bonus earnings 
were twice the amount of the regular 
earnings. A summary of the entire pay
roll department for that same month 
was: Total hours worked, 580,799; bonus 
hours, 126,041; total hours paid for, 
'106,841. The total earnings of these em
ployees for this 2-week period were $896~-
184, of which the regular earnings were 
$487,316, and the bonus earnings were 

$408,978. The bonus earnings were al
most as large as the regular earnings. 
NORGE REFRIGERATOR CO. AND NORGE PRODUCTS 

CO., DIVISION OF THE BORG-WARNER CORPORA• 
TION 

Norge Refrigeration Division: This 
company employed before the war some
where between 3,000 and 4,000 people. 
The average nwnber of employees in 
1942 was 1,018. Dividing the total pay 
roll by the number of hours worked, we 
find that employees were paid on an 
average of 99.8 cents an hour, they aver
aged $40.58 per week and $2,113 per year. 
The three top men earned in a sample 
week $69.34, $49.64, and $40.21. 

Norge Products Co.: This company 
was running full force only during the 
last 5 months of 1942-from August to 
December. When we take the total pay 
roll including bonus, overtime, and so 
forth, and divide it by the number of 
hours worked and the number of em
ployees, we find that these employees 
earned on an average of $1,521 during 
the 5 months, or $304 a month, or at 
the rate of $3,648 per year. The .aver
age pay per hour was $1.42. The high
est paid individuals received $106.49 per 
week in the toolroom while machine 
operators earned $88.07 per week. These 
people received time and a half for over
time, 5 cents an hour additional for ·night 
work after 2:30 p. m., 2% percent vaea
tion bonus, and those who were not on • 
piece work received 20 percent over the 
base rate until piece work was intro
duced. Bonuses were running as high as 
50 to 60 percent. 

Despite repeated appeals by me to 
the War Department that business be 
placed in the old plant, despite repeated 
promises, the old plant in 1942 instead 
of having 3,500 employees had an aver
age of only 1,018 employees. The Gov
ernment went out, rebuilt another plant, 
at public expense, operated by another 

· corporation, the Norge Products Co., 
which is also a subsidiary of Borg
Warner and employed 795 people in the 
second plant while the first plant re-
mained two-thtrds idle. · 

In the old plant the average pay per 
hour was 99.8 cents; in the new plant 
$1.42. In the old plant the average an
nual pay was $2,113; in the n€w plant 
they were paid for 5 months at an annual 
average rate of $3,648. The wages paid 
throughout the new plant are from 50 to 
75 percent higher than in the old plant. 
Both plants are subsidiaries of Borg
Warner and are located 2 miles apart. 
The manager informed me, as did the 
Government inspector, that unskilled 
men could earn from $60 to $80 per week 
in the new plant for 40 to 45 hours' work 
by operating a one-purpose machine 
after a 3 weeks' learning period. I saw 
one individual whom I recognized. He 
was a businessman in town. He locked 
his place of business, went to the factory 
with apparently no experience, and was 
paid, at the end of a few weeks, $67.42 . 
for 1 week of 45 hours. 
GmLS PAID $55.80 PER WEEK TO LEARN TO MEND 

SHOES 

At Fort Devens, Mass., an Army post, 
the Government advertised for girls to 
learn to repair shoes. They advertised 
that they would pay $55.80 a week. Upon 

writing to the Civil Service Commission 
and the Army officials, I was informed 
that these girls worked 48 hours ·a week 
and were paid for 52 hours, at 40 cents · 
an hour. This gave them in wages 
$20.80 a weelc In addition to this, they 
were paid $35 a week for living expenses 
while taking the training. The Govern
ment was actually paying these girls 
$55.80 a week to learn how to repair shoes 
while the soldiers in the service who wore 
these same shoes were being paid as low 
as $50 a month. 
FOURTH, FIFTH, AND SIXTH GRADERS CERTIFIED 

FOR $1,560-A-YEAR JOBS 

Dr. Leonard Carmichael, president of 
Tufts College, of Boston, and a director 
of the National Roster of Scientific and 
Specialized Personnel, which was organ
ized under the Civil Service Commission 
by an Executive order and transferred 
to the War Manpower Commission, tes
tified before the Labor-Federal Security 
Agency subcommittee recently. 

Dr. Carmichael testified that the Civil 
Service Commission had certified for this 
National Roster of Scientific and Spe
cialized Pe:rsonnel, Washington domestic 
servants, some of whom had not passed 
the fourth, fifth, or sixth grades and 
whose entire · work experience had been 
only in domestic service. They certified 
these people for filing clerks, machine 
typists, and punch-card-machine oper
ators. The salary was $1,260, plus $300 
increase, or a total salary of $1,560 a 
year. He further testified that they had 
to separate certain individuals from the 
pay roll, "but, as you know, it is quite 
a process to separate one person from 
the service." 

CONCLUSION 

A number of years ago Congress passed 
the Walsh-Healey Act to protect labor 
and to assure that on public contracts 
labor would be paid the wage rate that 
prevailed in the community in which 
the manufacturing was being done. 
Mme. Perkins, Secretary of Labor, has 
filed with each of these plants a wage 
rate which is supposed to set forth the 
prevailing wage rate in the area in which 
the contract is given at the time the con .. 
tract was let. 

When I asked about the prevailing 
wage rate, I was told it was · obsolete; 
that it was not being considered and in 
every case the wages paid were far be
yond that prevailing wage set by the 
Secretary of Labor in the community in 
which the contract was let. 

Nonwar plants and nonwar labor 
have been hard hit in the face of ·these · 
facts. A system of labor piracy was tes
tified to by Chairman McNutt before our 
committee and which brought about the 
orders to freeze wages iar beyond the 
prevailing wage in a certain area. A 
·new company c~ming into a locality with 
Government contracts set the price of 
wages so high that other local companies 
could not compete and the best labor 
left them and went to the new company. 

Millions of workers in the country in 
nonwar, but essential activities are 
frozen by Executive order at pre-war or 
nearly pre-war wages. 

On the other hand, we see millions of 
others whose wages are far in excess of 
the prevailing wage, sometimes double 
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that prevailing wage, also frozen. We 
find on the one hand, as shown herein, 
machine gun assemblers being paid a 
wage rate in 1942 which ran as high as 
$8,741 a year. On the other hand, we 
attempt to freeze a half million coal 
miners at wage rates that give them an
nual earnings of from $1,200 to $1,700 a 
year. These miners see young people 
with little, if any, skill working in fac
tories and in some cases earn from two 
to four times the annual wages that 
they are being paid. 

While I do not condone wartime 
strikes, I have a great deal of sympathy 
for these half million coal miners with
out whose work the factories of ·the 
country cannot produce. They are, I 
believe, entitled to a pay which will en
able them to support themselves and 

their families in comfort and which will 
keep pace with the ever increased costs 
of living. 

The wage earner who has been faith
ful and who has worked hard and con
tinued to accept his pre-war wage rate 
without striking is being penalized by 
being frozen in his job at the wage rate 
for the duration of the war. 

While the wage earner who has con
tinued to insist upon increased wages, 
who has struck or has threatened to 
strike for increased wages, or who has 
benefited from a system of labor piracy, 
is being frozen at a wage rate that is 
sometimes two or three times that of the 
first-mentioned employee. 

Mr. Speaker, this problem is as old as 
the world itself. There is a tradition that 
at the building of King Solomon's temple, 

a group of workmen killed a great master 
builder because he refused to mal{e it pos
sible for them to obtain master wages to 
which they were not entitled. _This great 
master builder solved that problem at its 
inception at the cost of his life. It will 
take great courage now as it did then 
to bring about a solution of this and oth
er problems confronting our Nation to
day. It is extremely dou"Qtful whether 
the master workman at the other end of 
the avenue has that courage. It is ex
tremely doubtful whether his personal 
ambition will permit him to bring about 
a solution of these problems at the cost of 
his political life. I am fearful that if 
these problems are not solved, he will find 
his country in ruins at his feet and 
he himself go down in history as- its 
destroyer. 

ExHIBIT A.-.50 caliber machine-gun assemblers 

[Taken from Colts Patent Fire Arms ManiJ.[acturing Co. pay roll for 1941 and 1942] 

1941 1942 

Employee 
Straight Straight 
earnings Overtime Bonuses Total earnings Overtime Bonuses Total 

Name blank.: ••.• -----------·············· $3,102. 43 ~529. 92 ~217. 29 $3,849. G4 $3,740.46 $849.92 $369.34 $4,959.72 
Do._ •••••..••••••......••••••••••.••.. 3, 257.72 543.M 219.96 4, 021.22 6, 617.95 1, 529.01 389. 22 8, 53!\. 18 
Do._--··············-···-············- 2, 929.71 446.02 128.91 3, 504.64 fi, 262. 32 1, 192.54 343. il 6, 798.57 
Do._ ••••..•.•••••••....••••••••.•.•••. 2, 709.29 . 371.47 121.04 3, 201.80 4. 689.26 887.38 . 316.79 5, 893.43 
Do.--··························--····- 2, 892. 31 451.95 234. 58 ~: ~~~: ~~ 5, 846.84 1, 338.96 ~~~: t~· 7, 528.23 
Do. __ ······-···-------········--····-- 3, 143.72 523.61 124.62 5, 958.37 1, 295.79 7, 631. 35 
Do •••.•••..•.••••.•.••••••.••••••••••• 2, 005.70 272.12 91.89 2, 369.71 4, 23/i. 98 832.78 229.49 5, 298.25 
Do .•• ·-----···-······················· 2, 970. 32 409.43 208.45 3, 588.20 6,5!il.89 1, 388.48 346.36 8, 28fi. 73 
Do ..•••••••••••.•..•..••••.•••••••...•. 2, 816. 35 379.84 185.66 3, 381.85 5, 438.24 1, 085. 04 325.46 6, 848.74 
Do ..••••••••...••... --· •..••.•••••.•••. 2, 632. 16 339.11 148.47 3, 119.74 4, 766.19 959.70 302.74 6, 028.63 
Do .•••••.•....••••......••••.•••.•••••. 2, 693. 13 373.71 131.85 3, 198. 69 5, 377. 51 1, 105. 36 313. 04 6, 795.91 
Do .•••••••••••.•......•••••..••••••.... 3, 128.64 485.66 163. 21 3, 777. 51 6,846. 6i 1, 523. 63 370.94 8, 741.24 
Do •.•.•••••••.•••••..•.•. --·· •••••• -· •. - 2, 944.23 461.97 214. 13 3, 620.33 5, 6~2. 98 1, 115.69 347. 56 7, 156.23 
Do •.••••••••••••••......••••.••..•••... 3, 010. 53 473. 22 107.76 3, 591. 51 4, 451.31 926.88 355.89 5, 734.08 
Do ..•••.••••..••.••......•.•••.•.•.•••. 2, 934. 55 436.85 145. 17 3, 516. 57 6, 080.68 1, 294.72 346.01 7, 721.41 
Do •••••.•••. --- __ ._ . ___ -· .... -·-----·-- 2, 769.89 354. 59 181.39 3, 305.87 4, 7fl9. 38 937.79 320. 35 6, 027. 52 
Do------- __ ----------- .-.-------- ------ 3, 284. 58 554.85 204.30 . 4, 043. 73 6, 516. GO 1, 470.49 392. 23 8, 379.32 
Do .•.•.• --- __ -- ___ . __ _ -------- .• -----.- 3, 260.84 525.90 165. 27 3, 952. 01 6, 285. 3i 1, 393. 59 386.92 8, 065.85 
Do ••••• --·- ••• _----. __ .• ---·-- ••• ------ 2, 864. 61 420.47 232.22 3, 517. 30 5, 488. 53 1, 200. 53 332. 19 7, 021. 25 
Do .•••• --_.-·------- •. -------- ••••• -·-- 3, 154.06 526.94 245.25 3, 926.25 5, 925.45 1, 341.23 374.57 7, 641.25 
Do ______ ••••. _._-------------·-·-----.- 3,008. 24 505.28 109.32 3, 622.84 4, 832.95 1, 063. 19 359.88 6, 256.02 
Do ________ •••• ___ ._. ____ ••.• --------·- - 2, 650. 16 403.85 129.68 3, 183.69 4, 196.86 920.69 315. 40 5, 432.95 
Do .•..••• -----·.------.----·---·.--·.-- 2, 369.61 :295.13 185.08 2, 849.82 3, 908.33 596.88 273.67 4, 778.88 
Do .•••• ·-- ___ • ___ ----.----.------·---·- 2, 770.40 413.60 163. 16 3, 347. 16 6, 209.21 1, 433.68 329.37 7, 972.26 
Do .••••••••• ----- •• ----- ••• --·-.-- ••• -- 2, 623.29 355. 91 177. 57 3, 156. 77 5, 086.22 990.30 304.80 6, 381.32 

TotaL_------ ••• -- ••• ---------------- 71,926. 47 10,854.94 4, 236.23 87,017. 64 134, 775. 52 28,674.25 8, 465. 55 '171, 915. 32 

ExHIBIT B.-.50-caliber machine-gun filers 

[Taken from Colts Patent Fire Arms Manufacturing Co. pay roll for 1941 and 1942] 

1941 1942 

Employee 
Straight Straight 
earnings Overtime Bonuses Total earnings Overtime Don uses Total 

Namo blank.-----·-·····-·---------··-··-· *2, 811. 52 ~379. 52 ~212. 79 ~3, 403. 83 $5,747. 59 $1,122.64 ~326. 50 $7, 196.73 
Do _____ ----.-----·---------------.-·--. 2, 885.67 442.53 202. 62 3, 530.82 5, 951.88 1, 305.09 340.63 7, 597.60 
Do _____ ---·-· •• --.-.------------ •••• --- 3, 030.66 467.91 225.47 3, 724.04 4, 500.78 897.40 354. 84 5, 753.02 
Do _____ . ';.. _____ ----.---- •• --.----------- 3, 062.80 496.:09 199.81 3, 758.90 5, 487.05 1, 121.04 261. !l6 6, 970.05 
Do _____ --------- ••• ----------.--.------ 2, 891.05 432.46 169.70 3, 493.21 4, 360. 29 862. 22 337.85 5, 560. 36 
Do._ •••• --- .• -------- •• ---------- •• --- 2, 721. 17 415. 70 219.53 3, 356.40 3, 717.89 790.57 317. 92 4, 826.38 
Do ______ -_-_--·--- •• -•• ----.--.--.----- 3, 317.48 533.87 224.72 4, 076.07 4, 407.79 932. 26 389.96 5, 730.01 
Do __________ ••• _--------- •• -.---.- •• --- 1, 846. 79 218.73 171.75 2, 237. 27 2, 289. 29 429.86 :209.02 2, 928. 17 
Do ______ •• -----------·-.------·-.- •• --. 3, 155.72 486.95 :205.71 3, 798.38 3, 896.77 858.99 368. 66 5, 124.42 
Do __ ______ -__ --.-.------·.-.-.-------.- 2, 895.82 402.07 219. 32 3, 517. 21 4, 367. 54 941.42 337. 49 5, 646.45 
Do ___________ -----·--------_---- •• ----- 3, 051.30 471.07 187.93 3, 710.30 4, 239.29 992. 26 358.66 5, 590.21 
Do _________ .• ---------- •• --:.-·-------- 3,172.51 474.04 177.47 3, 824.02 4, 519.06 913:89 372. 79 5, 805.74 
Do _________ ---- __ ._.---_---_----------- 3, 110.87 486.16 228.68 3, 825.71 4, 902.65 1, 009.36 365.34 6, 2i7. 35 
Do _____ ---- ____ ---. __ ------------------ 3, 106.31 478.50 222.58 3, 807. 39 4, 610.45 965. 15 366.05 5, 941. 65 
Do _____ ••••• _ •••. ____ •• __ ------------.- 3, 026.76 451.41 161. 56 3, 639.73 4, 934.42 1, 285. 33 352.40 6, 572.15 
Do ______ ._--·----·_-------------------- 2;681.16 339.46 177.81 3, 198.43 3, 572.90 632.60 308. 75 4, 514.25 
Do _______ __________ ·----------·-·------ 3,054. 07 459.46 221.20 3, 734.73 6, 277.82 1, 366.09 360. 47 8, 004.38 
Do _______ • ___ • ___ -------- •• __ ----.----- 3, 204.18 477. 12 208.72 3, 890.02 4, 583.91 975.17 374. 74 5, 933.82 
Do. ________ •. __ .•.• ------ ••• _---------· 3, 004.28 443.29 170.38 3, 617.95 4, 352.18 1, 154.05 353.67 5, 859.90 
Do _____ ------- _____ ------------- ••. ---- 3, 019.79 480.04 223.72 3, 723. 55 5,160.12 1, 013. 23 354. 19 6, 527.54 
Do _____ -- ---- •. ____ --------_----------- 3, 238.45 496.38 150.87 3, 885.70 5, 293.49 1, 236. &0 381.94 6, 912.23 

Do._-··-·-- __ .----_---_-.-------·------ 3, 000.21 434.57 166. 26 3, 601.04 3, 983. 95 977.79 348.82 5, 310. 56 
Do._ •.••• ____ : •• _. ___ • __ ._._.--- ... ---- 3, 026.55 469. 20 146. 21 3, 641. !)6 4, 605.23 1, 201. 14 356.62 6, 162.99 
Do _________________ . __________ __ • ___ --- 2, 569.97 388.01 102.76 3, 060. 74 3, 215. 71 681.41 303.63 4, 200.75 
Do._-------. _________ -----·_--- •. ------ 3, 160.98 484.81 130.48 3, 776. 27 5, 545. 32 1, 195. 22 363.79 7, 104.33 
Do __ ----- _____ •• --_ •••••••• _-------- .-. 2, 720.35 410.28 139.50 3, 270. 13 4, 076. 78 956.04 317. 99 ~.'!50. 81 
Do •••••••.•• __ ---·--- __ ••. _.----------- 2, 974.69 439. 86' 114. 07 3, 528. 62 3, 853.32 719. 18 348. 50 4,()21.00 

Do .• ----------------------·-·---------- 2, 926.67 451.80 133.98 3, 512.45 4, 227.39 !l05. 88 343.45 .5. 476. 72 

Do.---------. __ ------------------· ••• -- 3,021. 07 425.08 117.99 3, 564.14 6, 083.34 1, 173.64 352.82 7, 609.80 
Do. ______ ••• -------·----- ___ ------·---· 3, 072.79 470. 26 121.95 3, 665.00 5, 127.86 1, 279. !)4 362. 25 r:, 77J. o.~ 

Do .• -------------·---_--- •••• -.- ••• -·-- 3, 167.60 493. 20 75.96 3, 736.76 6, 137. 16 1, 331.63 377.07 7, 845. g(i 

LXXXIX-427 
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ExHIBIT B.-.50-caliber machine-gun filers-Continued 

Employee 
Straight 
earnings 

N arne blank _______________________________ $3,260.81 
Do_. __ ------------- __ ----------------- 2, 740.88 Do ____________________________________ 2, 600.68 . 
Do. __ ------------------------------.--- , 2, 923.65 Do _________________________ : __________ 3. 205. -49 
Do._. ___ ------------------------------ 2, 901.83 
Do __________________ ---- ------ _________ 3, 061.72 
Do._. ___ ----------.--------------- ____ 2, 765. 59 
Do ______ ------------------------------ 2, 733.30 
Do ..• ___ . ______________ ---- ------~-- -_ 3, 075.00 
Do. __ ---------------------------- -- --- 2, 785.38 
Do. ___ -------------------------------- 3, 145.65 
Do ______ -----------.------------------ 2, 598. 10 

TotaL_---------------------------.-- 129,727.32 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ENGEL. I yield to the gentleman 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. First, I 
think the gentleman should be compli
mented for the information he has pre
sented to the House on the question he 
is discussing, and I hope the Members 
of the House who are not present will 
read his speech. 

I was interested particularly in the 
matter he referred to, the Colts Manu
facturing Co. particularly, since I know 
something about that company( 

I have wondered why the management 
has not made some effort through the 
War Department or otherwise to cut 
down some of the high wages that have 
been referred to and bring up the level 
of some of the lower-paid employees. 

Mr. ENGEL. I was informed that they 
tried to reclassify these wages by bring
ing down the higher and bringing up the 
lower levels. However, I think the gen
tleman, in order to get an answer to that 
question, will have to go to the War Labor 
Board. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. It is a 
matter for the War Labor ,Board. 

Mr. ENGEL. The War Labor Board; 
yes. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentlEmaa yield? 

Mr. ENG~L. I yield to the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I have 
been very much interested in this expose 
of unwarranted defense-plant wages as 
brought before the House by the gentle
man from Michigan. 

Does not the gentleman feel that in all 
this talk we have had about roll-back on 
butter and meat prices that really the 
roll-back should apply to these defense
plant wages? 

Mr. ENGEL. I have some very defi
nite ideas on that subject and I exoect 
to discuss the question of inflation some
time later. 

I do feel that the roll-back or any pol
icy cannot be effective as long as we allow 
the doubling up of wage income in 1 year 
over the preceding year. Butter and 
meat represent farm labor and farm in
vestment. When you roll back butter 
and meat prices you in effect roll back 
farm labor or wages. If you roll back 
farm wages, why not defense-plant 
wages? 

1941 1942 

Overtime Bonuses Total Straight Overtime Bonuses Total earnings 

$509. G7 $S9.63 $3,870.11 $5,306.65 $1,149.85 ~384. 96 $6. 841. 46 
418.07 81.93 3, 240.88 3, 762. 47 875.17 320.60 4, 958.24 
364.94 75.57 3, 041. 19 3, 049. 75 781.01 301.66 4, 932.42 

' 345. 37 439.40 82.27 3, 445.32 4, 174.03 831.19 5, 350.59 
496.28 86.41 3, 788.18 6, 465.40 1, 387.59 377.92 8, 230.92 
451.55 81.38 3, 434.76 3, 227. 04 848.82 337. 14 4, 413.00 
462.68 77.92 3, 602.32 4, 337. !62 1, 057.01 358.91 5, 753.14 
403.70 73.94 3, 243. 23 4, 012. 52 866.74 323.69 5, 202.95 
416. 79 63.05 3, 213. 14 4, 288.89 941.98 323. 20 5, 554.07 
515.05 70. G4 3, 660.69 4, 732.54 1, 081. 31 366.90 6, 180. 75 
396.06 137.98 3, 319. 42 4, 462. 84 1, 057.08 323.62 5, 843.54 
526.67 130.87 3, 803.19 5, 082.27 1, 190. 85 376.03 6, 649.95 
349.77 137.27 3, 085. 14 3, 554.00 724. 23 298.09 4c, 576.32 

19,500. GGI 6, 630.36 155,858.34 201,275.84 44,020.12 15, 207.66 260, 503.62 

Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield? · 

Mr. ENGEL. I yield to the gentleman 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. CASE. I think tne RECORD should 
show that the gentleman's colleagues 
who are on the subcommittee of appro
priations for the War Department and 
on the Appropriation Committee have 
had a very deep appreciation for the 
work the gentleman has been doing. 

The gentleman from Minnesota has 
properly taken cognizance of the signifi
cance of what the gentleman is saying. 

The gentleman from Michigan has 
pursued this study of costs in war pro
duction under handicaps that would 
have discouraged many of us. Not only 
has he arranged with others so he could 
tal{e the 44 days that were necessary 
through the spring and winter to do this 
work, but I think most of us know that 
during the pursuit of the studies he in
curred an automobile accident that 
would have stopped most men, but before 
the doctor thought he should be out, 
he set out again, we1;1t back to the job, . 
a one-man crusade, and resumed his dili
gent work and studies of the costs, at 
first hand, in the war-production plants 
throughout the country. 

I hope that.the Members of the House 
who are not present will take the oppor
tunity to read the gentleman's remarks. 

A short time ago he made a statement 
on the i}oor, which statement had very 
wide press notice. 

The studies that the gentleman has 
been making and the conclusions that he 
is now presenting of the cost of war pro
duction throughout the country is de
serving of equally good press and I hope 
that the gentleman of the press will do 
all they can to call attention to the con
clusions that the gentleman is making. 

Mr. ENGEL. I want to thank the 
gentleman from South Dakota for his 
kind remarks, and also for the support 
that I have had from my subcommittee, 
of which the distinguished gentleman 
from South Dakota is a member. I owe 
a great deal to my colleagues of both the 
subcommittee and the full committee. 
The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CANNON] as well as the chairman of our 
subcommittee, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania EMr. SNYDER] have been 
very cooperative. The gentleman from 
South Dakota EMr. CAsE] and the gentle
man from New Jersey [Mr. PoWERS] have 

done outstanding work on that sub
committee. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ENGEL. I yield. 
Mr. HINSHAW. I am in receipt of a 

labor paper from my district called 
Greater Los Angeles Labor in which 
they quote certain Government statistics 
to show that the labor employed in the 
defense industries, numbering something 
close to half a million have received in
creases in wages averaging 72.4 percent 
over the same period of time in which 
the cost of living has increased 25.2 per
cent which shows a net gain in real 
wages of 37.7 percent. I believe the fig
ures the gentleman has obtained are far 
in excess of those I have just quoted and 
I think it is a great contribution to the 
whole question. 

Mr. ENGEL. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. CHURCH. Mr. Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. ENGEL. I yield. 
Mr. CHURCH. Has the gentleman 

found in his investigations any instances 
of the employment of more people than 
necessary? 

Mr. · ENGEL. I found this situation: 
A plant may have orders enough to run 
two or three shifts. Reduced orders 
from the Army may require the plant 
to reduce from three shifts to two shifts. 
They may retain that labor so that in 
case they go back to three shifts, or from 
one to two, the labor will be available. I 
went into one plant, for instance, where · 
they were loading shells and where they 
were working at only 40 percent of the 
rated capacity. At that plant they kept 
additional people on the pay roll because 
they did not know at what moment they 
might have o:!:ders to increase to 50 or 60 
percent of their capacity. 

Mr. HORAN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ENGEL. I yield. 
Mr. HORAN. I wonder whether these 

high wages and extravagent practices 
the gentleman has revealed to us has not 
had a deleterious effect upon farm pro .. 
duction in this country. The gentleman 
mentioned the case of the repairing of 
shoes where girls we1·e paid an hourly 
wage which brought them within the 
purview of the War Labor Board through 
a set wage, but he stated also that they 
received a per diem bonus which was in 
excess of their weekly wage. I wonder 
if it would not be possible for us to take 
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action against such bonuses, which are 
clearly outside the realm of our ability 
to regulate, yet which throw our whole 
production methods out of gear. 

Mr. ENGEL. I personally feel that 
they do not have to pay that type of 
wage. I believe these people will work 
and work faithfully without such a wage 
being paid, but once having paid it, once 
they have received it, it is hard to give it 
up. The administration has scrambled 
the eggs and now finds it impossible to· 
unscramble them. 

STILL FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE 
SENATE 

A still further message from the Sen
ate, by Mr. Gatling, one of its clerks, an
nounced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments in which the concurrence of 
the House is requested, a bill of the House 
of the following title: 

H. R. 2996. An act making appropriations 
for the Military Establishment for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1944, and for other 
purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate inSists upon its amendments to 
the foregoing bill, requests a conference 
with the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and appoints 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma, Mr. HAYDEN, 
Mr. OVERTON, Mr. RUSSELL, Mr. REYNOLDS, 
Mr. BRIDGES, Mr. LODGE, and Mr. GURNEY 
to be the conferees on the part' pf the 
Senate. 
MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT APPROPRIA· 

TION BILL, 1944 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the bill <H. R. 2996) mak
ing appropriations for the Military Es
tablishment for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1944, and for other purposes, 
with Senate amendments thereto, dis
agree to the amendments, and agree to 
the conference asked by the Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Penn
sylvania? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears :1one, and appoints· the following 
conferees: Messrs. SNYDER, STARNES of 
Alabama, KERR, MAHON, POWERS, ENGEL, 
and CASE. 

THE FULBRIGHT RESOLUTION 

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, of which 
I have the honor of being a member, has 
recently approved unanimously and is 
now seeking an early rule on the so
called Fulbright resolution, with which 
most Members of the House are already 
familiar. 

In form and language it is perhaps one 
of tlie simplest resolutions ever to be 
submitted to this body, but in its pur
pose and effect is as important and far
reaching as any ever to be considered. 
It reads in its entirety as follows: 

Resolved by the House oj Representatives 
(the Senate concurring), That Congress 
hereby expresses itself as favoring the crea
tion of appropriate international machinery, 
with power adequate, to establish and main
tain a just and lasting peace among the na
tions of the world, and as favoring partici
pation of the United States therein. 

To those of you who fear that an early 
consideration -of this resolution may pre
cipitate debate and disputes in this body 
which might prove disastrous in our re
lations with our allies at this particular 
time, especially with the joint offensive 
imminent, may I say that I anticipate 
little or no contest in the passage of this 
resolution by the House. It came from 
our committee with the complete and en
thusiastic support of every member 
thereof, Democrat and Republican alike. 
As you know, we have some pretty strong 
dissenters usually in our committee, and 
when it reports out a measure to the 
House without a critical voice having 
been heard, it is a pretty clear indication 
that that measure will meet with the 
well-nigh unanimous approval of the 
Members on both sides of the aisle. 

The passage of this resolution will im
pose upon our country a moral obliga
tion that would insure our active aid in 
all the multitudinous post-war problems, 
social, economic, and educational; and 
in questions of world trade, world trans
portation, and world armament; but 
above and beyond all, in the establish
ment and permanent maintenance of 
a just and lasting peace. It will circum
vent, prevent, and prohibit a repetition 
of our cowardice after the last war, our 
failure to live up to our God-given op-. 
portunities, duties, and responsibilities, 
and our attempted selfish retreat into 
smug isolationism. It will give our 
allies notice that they may count upon 
us and our assistance in all these prob
lems, for to date, judging the future in 
the light of their experience of the past, · 
they do not know what our intentions 
are, and they may now, together or sep
arately, be formulating policies which 
will not enure to our advantage. 

This resolution has the merit of not 
bearing the stamp of and not having 
been inspired by either political party. 
Nor was it proposed by the administra
tion. It is simply a well-formulated ex
pression of the general opinion and de
termination of the people of this coun
try. It has been aptly termed a "grass 
roots" resolution. 

And, finally, its passage will lay the 
cornerstone for a real and well-defined 
foreign policy for this country, and we 
have never had a very definite foreign 
policy save for the good-neighbor policy 
and the international trade agreements 
as formulated by Cordell Hull, and the 
Monroe Doctrine. One important illus
tration of our ls.ck of foreign policy 
heretofore is our commitment nec.rly 50 
years ago to defend the Philippines, yet 
never attempting to acquire by treaty 
or otherwise the islands and bases abso
lutely necessary for strategic defense 
thereof. 

A much simpler illustration of our lack 
of foreign policy is the fact that, almost 
to the day of Pearl Harbor, we were pro
fessing eternal friendship for and an 
abiding sympathy with China in her des
perate and heart-rending struggle with 
Japan, yet we were furnishing Japan 
with all the scrap and all the oil and all 
the munitions she desired with which to 
crush China, and with which to roll the 
monsters of modern motorized warfare 

over the helpless bodies of her people, and 
with which to send crashing into her 
massed population the bombs and high 
explosives against which these defense
less people had nothing to impose save 
their naked brea_sts. 

By all means let us begin the formula
tion of a sensible, definite foreign policy 
and publish it abroad that all may see 
that this, the mightiest country on the 
globe, intends, this war over, to dis
charge its just duty and responsibility 
to its own people and to all the world
duties incumbent unon it by very reason 
of its power and greatness. 

Mr. Speaker, I have just returned from 
a short visit home, and while there, I 
attended the commencement exercises 
of one of the oldest and best prepara
tory schools in the South, the Battle 
Ground Academy at Franklin, Tefin.
its fifty-third· commencement, by the 
way. Twenty-five fine, outstanding 
teen-age boys, most of them just turn
ing 18, attained their certificates of 
graduation, and 17 of them had already 

• received their orders of induction into 
the Army, the remaining 8 expecting 
theirs almost any day; in fact, of the 
17, some left the school grounds, cer
tificate in harid, to board a bus for the 
induction center. Not one of the boys 
seemed to mind; in fact, they seemed 
happy, even in their immaturity, to 
serve their country wherever called. 
But, Mr. Speaker, many an oldster there 
was more emotionally upset than can be 
adequately expressed, to think that these 
youths, just a whisper away from child
hood, with a faint down marking where 
a beard one day will grow, must go di
rect from the playing fields of prep 
school to the horrid pit of war. 

I remember that once I closed a grad .. 
uating address delivered at a high school 
with these lines from Longfellow: 
How beautiful is youth I How bright it 

gleams! 
With its allusions, aspirations, dreams; 
Book of beginnings, story without end, 
Each maid a herofne, and each man· a 

friend, 
All possibilities are in its hands. 
No danger daunts, and no foe withstands 
In its sublime audacity of faith. 
Be thou removed, it to the mountain saith. 
And with ambitious feet, secure and proud, 
Ascends the ladder, leaning on a cloud 

But, now that the "brazen throat of 
war hath roared" the lives of these boys 
are timed to the throbbing of the drum. 

For some of those boys sitting on the 
stage that bright June morning, whose 
souls have never known anything more 
terrible than a bleeding nose at foot
ball, instead of ascension on a ladder 
leaning on a cloud, there may be sleep
the "sleep that knows not breaking 
morn of toi~, nor night of waking." 
- Oh, the arrant knaves and fools of 
European statesmen of the last genera .. 
tion, with our assent, to write a clumsy 
peace that would let this thing come 
to pass! Imposing and inserting terms 
and omitting their necessary safeguards 
that wrung from Marshal Foch the ex .. 
clamation, "Gentlemen, this is not a. 
peace that you have written; it is onl1 
an armistice for 20 years." He missed 
his prophecy by one year only. And, oh 



6784 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE JUNE 29' 

the ignorance and bigotry and stupidity 
of the statesmen of our country of that 
day and era, who refused to permit us 
to accept our responsibilities in world 
affairs, and declined to permit of us at 
least the endeavor to cooperate with 
other nations to preserve a lasting peace! 

Mr. Speaker, I have drawn upon this 
personal experience of mine many times 
in discussing the last post-war period
once upon the floor of this House. I 
trust this repetition at this time will be 
forgiven. I was fortunate enough to be 
on detached military service in Paris 
after the Armistice of World Vvar I, 
and I saw the Peace Conference in 
progress. I was privileged to see Presi
dent Wilson as he moved from group 
to group assembled there, his face shin
ing with his high ideals and noble pur
poses of justifying the sacrifice of our 
war dead by the writing of a just and 
lasting peace and the setting up of a 
strong and effective League of Nations, 
with the active participation of our 
country, that would have ushered in a , 
new era when nations settled their dif
ferences at the council table and not on 
bloody fields of battle. 

One by one t~is 14 points and his pro
posals for peace terms were bartered and 
whittled away by the sly, shrewd, and 
selfish statesmen of Europe. He could 
not defend his position because he knew 
already that doubt and uncertainty per
vaded the halls of Congress, and he had 
no commitment of his legislative bodies, 
such as this resolution, to strengthen and 
inspire him. Finally he had nothing left 
but his plan for the League of Nations. 
Regardless of the peace terms, he 
thought just with this simple instrument 
permanent peace could be insured, surely 
its acceptance by his people would be 
unanimous, and he hurried home to lay it 
before the country. But the Senate 
would have none of it. "No," said the 
elder statesmen, "let the souls of the 
dead, far beyond the last horizon's rim, 
keep maching for tbe peace they died to 
insure. We will have none of your the
ory of internationalism. We are girt by
wide and mighty oceans. We are suffi
cient unto ourselves. Let the rest of 
the world attend to its own affairs, and 
we will attend to ours." 

It was my sad privilege later, after this 
repudiation, to catch one fleeting glimpse 
of Wilson as he slowly moved about the 
street near his home in Washington, a 
pitiable wreck of a paralytic that walked 
toward an early grave ·with shufiling step 
and drooling mouth and staring, vacant 
eyes. 

And I recall seeing, just after his 
death, a picture drawn by that great 
cartoonist, Cary Orr, captioned "The 
Chief Joins His Legions," and it pictured 
Wilson entering the spirit world, and 
there, drawn up in review to meet him, 
were all the hosts of the late American 
dead, their poor skeletons of bodies 
standing sti1Hy at attention; one ghostly 
figure blew upon a phantom bugle; an
other raised the phantom colors. For 
the dead Commander in Chief, whose 
dream had come to naught, was taking 
over command of his legions of dead 
whose death had come to naught. 

May God prevent the recurrence of 
such an episode in our history! The "" 
passage of the Fulbright resolution will 
prevent such an exhibition this time on 
the part of Congress, and our dead in 
World War II will not have died in 
vain; those who, as their comrades re
turn, are destined to forever sleep beyond 
that last opening in the hills and far 
abross the wide and wildering wastes of 
oceans, will know that in dying they 
verily found the dream, ideal, and ob
jective that they so willingly pursued. 

Members of my committee bespeak 
the aid of the House generally in obtain-
ing an early rule for the consideration 
o:'" the Fulbright resolution. 

SPECIAL ORDER 

The SPEAKER. Under previous order 
of the House, the gentleman from Ten
nessee [Mr. PRIEST] is recognized for 20 
minutes. 

Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, a few days 
ago the House adopted an amendment to 
the war agencies appropriation bill which 
in effect would abolish the Domestic 
Branch Of the Office of War Informa
tion. 

I share, with all Members of this House, 
a high regard for the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. STJ'.RNEsJ, who offered that 
amendment, and I am sure if that dis
tinguished gentleman, who is one of the 
most able Members of this body, had 
considered fully the effect of his amend
ment he would have altered it somewhat, 
at least, before offering it. 

Most of the debate on the amendment 
in the Committee of the Whole centered 
on the so-called propaganda phases of 
the Domestic Branch of 0. VI. I. Very 
little attention was given to the broader 
effect of the amendment. 

During consideration of nearly every 
appropriation bill for fiscal year 1943 
there was a recurring 1·efrain from both 
sides of the aisle that there be estab
lished a central information agency to 
coordinate and tie together the various 
news releases and statements of facts 
and policies emanating from the Govern
ment departments, bureaus, and agen
cies. Not only was there an insistent 
demand from Congress that a central 
bureau be established but almost unani
mously the press of the Nation was at
tacking the Government for conflicting. 
statements by various Federal officials on 
such subjects as rubber, oil, production, 
prices, manpower, and on down the line. 

The public was confused, and there 
were evidences, rather pronounced, that 
the public was losing confidence in the 
accuracy of military news. The charge 
was being made that the Navy was with
holding news of the complete destruc
tion of our fleet at Pearl Harbor, and 
other charges were made that bad news 
was withheld until some compensating 
good news could be released at the same 
time. 

Into that picture of confusion, doubt 
and uncertainty, came the Office of War 
Information. In assuming the director
ship, Mr. Elmer Davis summed up its 
basic policy in this sentence: 

This is a people's war, and to win it they 
should know as much about 1t as they can. 

We will tell the people the truth and nothing 
but the truth. Only information of value 
to the enemy will be withheld. 

Having served in practically every posi· 
tion on the editorial staff of a daily news .. 
paper, I have watched, perhaps with more 
than ordinary interest, the manner in 
which that policy has been carried out. 
I also was one of those who demanded on 
the floor of the House that a central 
agency for information be established. 

Through the past year the 0. W. I. has 
battled within all the councils of Gov
ernment for the prompt, complete, and 
accurate reporting of military news. 

Iti.s true that not all of the conflicting 
statements have disappeared, but most 
of them have, due to the coordinating 
work of the 0. W. I. Let us look into 

· some of the other effects of this amend
ment. Radio networks and their af
filiated stations along with independ· 
ent stations are devoting approximately 
$100,000,000 in radio time in their desire 
to cooperate in helping to keep the people 
who are at war accurately informed on 
such matters as bond sales, scrap drives, 
food conservation, and other important 
matters. The radio industry depends up
on 0. W. I. to bring all these facts to
gether in their proper proportion and 
perspective. Without the work of the 
0. W. I. Domestic Branch the radio in
dustry would have to go back to the 33 
different agencies, and then face the 
task of evaluating information obtained 
on single subjects rather than havir..g 
the whole matter tied -.together in one 
bundle. 

Likewise the advertising industry has 
made available around $100,000,000 in 
advertising space in newspapers and mag .. 
azines. The advertising council respon
sible for filling this white space with 
valuable information for our people de-· 
pends on 0. W. I. to .do the same job 
it does for the radio industry. If it were 
abolished the Advertising Council like
wise would have to fall back on 33 agen
cies, some of which are in a sense com .. 
petitive. 

Through an agreement worked out 
with the motion picture industry, the 0. 
W. I. makes 26 pictures during a year, 
and the industry itself makes 26 others, 
thus giving a picture a week on some im .. 
portant war topic. All of that is under 
the Domestic Branch of 0. W. I. 

Retail stores from coast to coast have 
been very liberal in making available the 
use of their windows for posters relating 
to the war program. Under the present 
plan one poster each week is released on 
some subject of timeliness and impor· 
tance. 

Enemy propaganda is constantly flood .. 
ing the American home front, and 0. W. I. 
is the only agency in the Nation that 
regularly exposes by the light of fact 
all the dark lies and fallacies of what 
the enemy is saying. 

Mr. Speaker, there has been a strong 
tendency in this body to ·curtail expenses 
and save the Government and the people 
money. 

The Domestic Branch of 0. W. I. costs 
less than $9,000,000 per year. By tha 
expenditure of that amount it makes 
possible the effective-service of the free 
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communication media of America-the 
press, radio, advertising, motion pictures, 
and magazines-in doing an effective 
job, and one, which though done by pri
vate effort, costs several hundred million 
dollars per year. 
. If the Domestic Branch of 0. W. I. 

were abolished, as provided in the 
amendment already . adopted by the 
House, the costs of every Federal war 
agency unquestionably will rise, and even · 
with the increased costs the results are 
not likely to be nearly so favorable as 
they have been under the present system. 

Charges have been made that the 
Office of War Information has engaged 
in political practices. These accusations, 
it seems to me, can hardly stand the 
light of careful examination. 

The Director himself has warned all 
officials and employees of the bffice that 
they can no more afford to be concerned 
with politics than can the Army or the 
Navy. 

The personnel of the Office for the 
most part is made up, of professional 
people who are concerned only with how 
they may best pres-ent the facts, and the 

· information programs, so far as I have 
· been able to learn, have not dealt in 
political issues, but with matters entirely 
related to this global war. It has been 
pointed out previously that until very 
recently the Director of the Domestic 
Branch was Mr. Gardner Cowles, an 
ardent Republican and a prominent mid
western publisher. Following his resig
nation, Mr. Palmer Hoyt, another promi
nent Republican, but a smcere American 
and a very fine Pacific coast publisher, 

. has left his own newspaper to come here 
as Director of the Domestic Branch. 

I mention the fact that both of these 
able journalists are Republicans not for 
the purpose of injecting politics into the 
discussion but in an effort to show, as I 
think it does show, that the dgency has 
not been political or partisan either from 
the standpoint of personnel or policies. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not so much con
cerned about the so-called home-front 
propaganda activities of the 0. W. I. 
Domestic Branch as I am about the clear
ance and coordination features of the 
agency. _ 

The war activities of this Nation and 
its Government on the home front are 
exceedingly compleX. The daily Uves of 
millions of people in many ways are af
fected by the decisions of the many agen
cies charg€d with carrying out the 
program. 

Such decisions and the subsequent ac
tions taken are of utmost interest and 
importance to the people they affect, and 
they are entitled to full and accurate in
formation as quickly as it can be trans
mitted. 

Now, in this complex pattern of Fed
eral activity, several agencies may share 
responsibility in some measure for the 
handling of what would seem to be a 
single problem, such as food, gasoline, or 
inflation control. Each one of these 
agencies naturally has a primary interest 
in its particular phase of the problem. 
It is only natural if each agency at
tempted to keep the public informed of 
its own activities, without any relation 

whatsoever to the other parties or agen
cies doing the same job, conflict and con
fusion inevitably would result. We saw 
that happening a year ago and we cried 
out against it, as rightly we should. 

The domestic branch of 0. W. I. pro
vides the central clearance facilities 
which are necessary to give the public 
an accurate, ungarbled picture of the 
war activities .of the Government as a 
whole. 

The branch has what is known as an 
inter-agency liaison system through 
which the news bureau ·clears all war 
agency news releases, including speeches 
and statements by ranking officials thus 
eliminating, or certainly minimizing, 
contradictions that might result if state
ments were made on the basis of the 
functions of a single agency rather than 
in relation to what all other agencies are 
doing. 

Just as an example of the extent to 
which the press of the Nation depends on 
0. W. I. to gather up loose ends and tie 
them together, is the fact that news
papers maintain 54 full-time correspond
ents who make their headquarters in the 

· 0. Vv. I. press room. The news bureau 
·handles an average of 2,500 queries per 
month from the newspapers of the Na
tion. 

The 0. VI. I. clears and issues over 250 
news releases a week. It serves 1,867 
daily newspapers which have a circula
tion of more than 141,000,000; 1,500 trade 
papers; 2,300 trade associations; 10,600 
weekly papers, and 1,800 foreign language 
newspapers. · 

Let us examine very briefly some of the 
spedal reports that have been issued 
from time to time, and which have been 
used rather extensively by Members of 
the Congress. Bear in mind that all of 
these have been issued through the, do
mestic branch of 0. W. I. 

In October of last year the 0. W. I. 
issued the first clear-cut report on Amer
ican aircraft. That report, very com
pr€hensive and accurate, did more than 
any other one thing to end what was de
veloping into a first-class controversy · 
with reference to American planes as 
compared to those of enemy nations:--

On March 26 of this year a re.port was 
issued on absenteeism. Many Members 
of this body referred to that report and 
quoted from it. 

On April 17 of this year the 0. W. I. 
Rubber Report was released. It dealt 
with a number of matters that were dis
puted in various quarters, but subsequent 
developments have proved th~ accuracy 
of that report. 

Again, in April of this year, the 0. W. 
I., after a careful survey of all transpor
tation facilities and problems, issued a 
Transportation Report which still is a 
basic document in the consideration of 
the transportation problems which daily 
arise. 

Without going. into a discussion of 
other reports, may I simply refer to 
them as examples of a type of service 
which no other agency of the Govern
ment is equipped to do. Among these 
are: 

Report on Air Transport, issued June 
7, 1943; Report on Willow Run, Febru-

· ary 14, l943; Report on Nazi Slave La
bor, March 28, 1943; Small Business 
Under the Axis, March 30, 1943; Food 
Report, Ap:r:il 15, 1943; Alien Property, 
May 6, 1943; Recovery of American 
Wounded, May 19, 1943; Lend-Lease 
Report, a series released at different 
times. 

I hope, Mr. Speaker, that in the other 
body, and then in conference, sufficient 
arrangements may be agreed to that will 
permit the Domestic Branch of 0. W. I. 
to continue its functions particularly in 
the field of coordination of news, and of 
information for the radio, the advertis
ing council, and other private agencies 
that depend on it for guidance in the 
preparation of material to aid the war 
program. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, on behalf 
of my colleague from New York [Mr. 
DICKSTEIN], who had 20 minutes this 
afternoon to address the House, and 
found it impossible because of the late
ness of the hour to use the special order, 
I ask unanimous consent that he may'be 
permitted to address the House for 20 
minutes next Tuesday after disposition 
of business on the Speaker's desk and 
·at the conclusion of the legislative pro-
gram in order for the day. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ten

·nessee · [Mr. PRIEST]? 
There was no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab
sence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. LUTHER A. JoHNSON (at there
quest of Mr. THOMASON), for 1 day, on 
account of being a member of the special 
committee of the House attending a meet
ing the the Empire Parliamentary Asso
ciation at Ottawa, Canada. 

To Mr. LESINSKI, for 1 week, on account 
of o_fficial business. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re
marks in the RECORD and to include 
therein a magazine article taken from 
the Virginia Quarterly Review. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ten
nessee [Mr. PRIEST] ? 

There was no objection. 
ENROLLED . BILLS SIGNED 

Mr. KLEIN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com
mittee had examined and found truly 
enrolled bills of the House of the follow
ing titles, which were thereupon signed 
by the Speaker: 

H. R. 332. An act to revise the Alaska game 
law; 

H. R.1648. An act making apptopriations 
for the Treasury and Post Office Departments 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1944, and 
for other purposes; 

H. R. 2397. An act making appropriations 
for the Departments of State, Justice, and 
Commerce, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1944, and :for other purposes; and 

H. R. 2513. An act making appropriations 
for the government of the District of Colum
bia and other activities chargeable in whole or 

I 
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in part against the revenues of · such Dis
trict for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1944, 
and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER announced his signa
ture to enrolled bills of the Senate of 
the following titles: 

S. 217. An act to amend the act entitled 
"'An act to authorize the President of the 
United States to requisition property required 
for the defense of the United States," ap-

. proved October 16, 1941, to continue it in 
effect; and · 

S. 650. An act to revive and reenact the Act 
entitled "An Act granting the consent of 
Congress to the State of North Dakota to con
struct, maintain, and operate a free high
way bridge across the Missouri River at or 
near Garrison, N. Dak.," approved February 
10, 1932. 

THE COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION 
ACT 

Mr. STEAGALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to have until mid
night tonight to file a conference report 
and statement on the bill <H. R. 2869) to 
continue Commodity Credit Corporation 
as an agency of the United States, in
crease its borrowing power, revise the 
basis of the annual appraisal of its 
assets, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With
out objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 5 o'clock and 35 minutes p. m.), 
under its previous order, the House ad
journed until 11 o'clock a.m., tomorrow, 
Wednesday, June 30, 1943. 

COMN.ITTTEE HEARINGS 
COMMITTEE ON THE PUBLIC LANDS 

There will be a meeting of the Com
mittee on the Public Lands a.t 10 a. m., 
Wednesday, June 30, 1943, for the pur
pose of considering H. R. 2596, to protect 
naval petroleum reserve No. 1, and such 
other matters as may properly come 
before the committee. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

The special subcommittee on bank
ruptcy and reorganization of the Com
mittee on the Judiciary will conduct fur
ther hearings on H. R. 2857, a bill to 
amend section 77 of the act of July 1, 
1898, entitled "An act to establish a uni
form system of bankruptcy throughout 
the United States,'' as amended, at 10 
a. m. on Wednesday, June 30, 1943, in 
roon ... 346, Old House Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN 

COMMERCE 

There will be a meeting of the subcom
mittee on investigation of restrictions 
on brand names and newsprint of the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce at 2 p.m., Wednesday, June 
30, 1943. Business to be considered: To 
hear Mr. MacLeod, Office of Price Ad
ministration. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETO. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

525. A letter from the Acting Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting the Annual Re-

. port of the Federal Bureau of Narcotics, pre
pared by the Commissioner of Narcotics, for 
the calendar year ended December 31, 1942; 
to the Committee on Way~and Means. 

526. A letter from the Comptroller Gen
eral of t~e United States, transmitting his 
report and recommendation concerning the 
claim of Pan American Airways, Inc., aga.inst 
the United States, pursuant to the act of 
April 10, 1928, Forty-fifth Statute 413; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

527. A letter from the Administrator, Of
fice of Price Administration, transmitting the 
fourth report of the Office of Price Adminis
tration, covering the period ended January 
31, 1943 (H. Doc. No. 248); to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 
printed, with illustrations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. BOREN: Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. House Joint Resolution 
139. Joint resolution consenting to an inter
state oil compact to conserve oil and gas; 
with amendment (Rept. No. 612). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. LANHAM: Committee on Public Build
ings and· Grounds. H. R. 340. A bill to 
authorize the Legislature of the Territory of 
Alaska to grant and convey certain lands to 
the city of Sitka, Alaska, for street purp.oses; 
with amendment (Rept. No. 614). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. SABATH: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 275. Resolution granting con
sideration of H. R. 2714, the urgent deficien
cies appropriations; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 615). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. HARNESS of Indiana: Committee on 
Military Affairs. H. R. 3026. A bill relating 
to appointments to the United States Mili
tary Academy and the United States Naval 
Academy in the case of redistricting of con
gressional districts; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 616). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state o! the Unio"" 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. KEOGH: 
H. R. -3066. A bill to amend section 3761 

of the Internal Revenue Code and section 
3469 of the Revised Statutes; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LANE: 
H. R. 3067. A bill to make October 12 a 

legal public holiday; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARRETT:_ 
H. R. 3068. A bill to amend section 23 (c) 

(3) of the Internal Revenue Code; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ABERNETHY: 
H. R. 3069. A bill to provide for improved 

agricultural land utilization by assisting in 

the rehabilitation and construction of drain· 
age works in the humid areas of the U:rrited 
States; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MAGNUSON: 
H. R. 3070. A bill to repeal the Chinese Ex

clusion Acts, to establish quotas, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Immi
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: 
H. R. 3071. A bill to amend the Servicemen's 

Dependents Allowance Act of 1942, as amend
ed, so as to liberalize family allowances, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: 
H. J. Res.l44. Joint resolution relating to 

the marketing of burley and flue-cured to· 
bacco under the Agricultural Adjustment Act 
of 1938, as amended; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. BARRETT: 
H. Res. 274. Resolution authorizing an in

vestigation by the Committee on the Public 
Lands with respect to methods of increasing 
the production of oil and gas on public lands 
of the United States; to the Committee on 
Rules. 

By Mr. McGRANERY: 
H. Res. 276. Resolution creating a select 

committee to investigate recent charges in 
the public press that members of the Wom
en's Army Auxiliary Corps are being fur· 
nished contraceptives by the Department of 
War; to the Committee on Rules. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and referred as follows: 

1775. By Mr. HEIDINGER: Communication 
from Clint Logan, of Louisville, Ill., director 
of the Illinois Farmers' Instit u t e, for the 
Twenty-fourth Congressional Dist rict, earn
estly opposing the _proposed subs:dy and roll
back in prices on foods for the reason that 
it would decrease production and would be 
unfair to the taxpayers; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

1776. By Mr. HOPE: Petition favoring the 
passage of.House bill 2082; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

1777. By Mr. KEARNEY: Petition of Thomas 
E. Keigher and 98 other citizens of Schenec
tady and Scotia, N. Y., appealing for the en
actment of House bill2082; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

1778. By Mr. MAGNUSON: Petition favor• 
ing the passage of House bill 2082; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

1779. By Mr. WELCH: Petitiorr of the San 
Francisco Building and Construction Trades 
Council, proposing that allotments · to aged 
moth-ers and fathers be increased to that 
being paid wives, and that Congress review 
the entire system of allotments to the end 
that a decent standard of living can be main
tained by the fathers, mothers, and wives 
of the men figh t ing the war; to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

1780. Also, petition of the San Francisco 
Labor Council, regarding the serious housing 
problem and urging that 5,000 moderately 
priced family dwellings for war workers be 
built within the city and county of San Fran· 
cisco, ·and that the Honorable John M. Bland
furd, National Housing Administrator, be 
urged to act favorably on such request; to 
the Committee ·on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

1781. By the SPEAKER: Petition of Kurty 
Mertig, of New York, N. Y., petitioning con· 
sideration of the resolution with reference 
to Executive Order No. 9066; to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 
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